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Appendix  E 
PUBLIC  COMMENTS 


Introduction 


This  appendix  is  divided  into  two  sections.  Section  E.l  reproduces  the  information 
provided  in  Chapter  6.0  of  the  Final  Environmental  Impact  Statement  (FEIS)  to  allow  the 
com  mentors  to  see  the  overall  comment  response  process  in  one  volume.  Table  E-l,  in 
particular,  allows  an  individual  to  identify  the  number  assigned  to  his/her  original 
document  and  to  go  to  that  document  number  in  Section  E.l. 4  to  read  the  response. 
Section  E.2  includes  all  documents  received  during  the  public  comment  period.  These 
documents  are  assigned  identification  numbers  in  the  order  they  were  received  and  are 
presented  four  sheets  to  a  page.  A  total  of  124  documents  were  received  during  or 
immediately  after  the  comment  period.  These  are  assigned  sequential  numbers  1  through 
124.  In  addition,  all  public  hearing  transcripts,  as  recorded  by  the  court  reporters,  are 
presented  at  the  end  of  Section  E.2  as  document  numbers  125  through  130.  One  comment 
letter  from  the  U.S.  Department  of  the  Interior  was  received  too  late  for  incorporation 
at  the  appropriate  location.  This  has  been  assigned  document  number  131.  All  of  these 
131  documents  represent  the  complete  record  of  public  and  agency  comments  received 
on  the  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement  (DEIS)  for  the  Small  Intercontinental 
Ballistic  Missile  (ICBM)  program  at  Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base  (AFB),  Montana. 

E.l  Public  Comments 

The  Council  on  Environmental  Quality  (CEQ)  regulations  require  that  "after  preparing  a 
draft  environmental  impact  statement  and  before  preparing  a  final  environmental  impact 
statement  the  agency  shall: 

•  Obtain  the  comments  of  any  federal  agency  which  has  jurisdiction  by  law  or 
special  expertise  with  respect  to  any  environmental  impact  involved  or  which 
is  authorized  to  develop  and  enforce  environmental  standards. 

•  Request  the  comments  of: 

-  Appropriate  State  and  local  agencies  which  are  authorized  to  develop  and 
enforce  environmental  standards; 

-  Indian  tribes,  when  the  effects  may  be  on  a  reservation;  and 

-  Any  agency  which  has  requested  that  it  receive  statements  on  actions  of 
the  kind  proposed. 

•  Request  comments  from  the  applicant,  if  any. 

•  Request  comments  from  the  public,  affirmatively  soliciting  comments  from 

those  persons  or  organizations  who  may  be  interested  or  affected." 

The  regulations  further  require  that  "an  agency  preparing  a  final  environmental  impact 
statement  shall  assess  and  consider  comments  both  individually  and  collectively,  and 
shall  respond  to  those  comments  in  the  final  document." 

In  compliance  with  these  regulations,  the  Air  Force  released  the  DEIS  for  the  Small 
ICBM  program  for  a  58-day  public  review  and  comment  period  on  June  25,  1987.  Copies 
of  the  document  were  sent  to  agencies,  organizations,  and  individuals  as  required  and  as 
documented  in  FEIS  Chapter  9.0,  List  of  Recipients  and  were  made  available  to  the 
public  on  request. 

This  appendix  contains  an  overview  of  the  public  comment  management  process,  a  listing 
of  all  respondents,  and  a  catalog  of  all  comments  received  on  the  DEIS  and  the  responses 
to  those  comments. 
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E.  1.1 


Public  Review  of  the  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement 


The  public  review  and  comment  period  for  the  DEIS  began  June  25,  1987  with  publication 
of  the  Notice  of  Availability  in  the  Federal  Register,  and  ended  on  August  21,  1987. 
During  this  period,  public  comments  on  the  DEIS  were  solicited.  Written  comments  were 
submitted  to  the  Air  Force  Regional  Civil  Engineer,  Ballistic  Missile  Support  Office  at 
Norton  AFB,  California.  Verbal  and  written  comments  were  received  at  six  publ:c 
hearings  held  in  the  study  area  between  July  20  and  July  25,  1987.  As  set  forth  in  the 
CEQ  regulations,  these  hearings  were  held  at  least  15  days  following  availability  of  the 
DEIS.  The  hearings  were  held  in  the  cities  of  Lewistown,  Harlowton,  Great  Falls, 
Conrad,  Augusta,  and  Helena,  Montana. 

E.1.2  Receipt  of  Comments 

During  the  public  review  and  comment  period,  public  comments  on  the  DEIS  were 
received  from  federal,  state,  and  local  agencies;  private  organizations;  and  individual 
citizens.  The  comments  included  memoranda,  letters,  and  written  statements  submitted 
at  the  public  hearings.  Each  of  these  are  referred  to  as  documents  and  all  were  given  the 
same  consideration  in  the  review  and  analysis  process. 

E  1.3  Review  and  Response  to  Comments 

Table  E-l  contains  a  listing  of  all  respondents  who  submitted  comments  during  the  public 
review  and  comment  period.  It  identifies  the  author's  affiliation,  name,  title,  and  city. 
Respondents  are  grouped  by  type  of  affiliation:  federal,  state,  and  local  agencies; 
private  organizations,  and  individual  citizens.  This  table  also  identifies  the  document 
number  assigned  to  each  respondent.  All  documents  and  the  comments  within  them  are 
presented  sequentially  from  1  through  124  plus  document  131  in  Section  E.2.  An 
individual  looking  for  a  response  to  his/her  comment  can  look  at  Table  E-l,  identify 
his/her  name,  identify  the  document  number  assigned  to  him/her,  and  go  to  the  document 
number  in  Section  E.1.4  to  read  the  comment  and  response.  Table  E-2  lists  public  hear¬ 
ing  attendees  who  submitted  comment  sheets  for  each  of  the  public  hearings.  The  names 
are  listed  in  alphabetical  order  within  each  hearing  location  with  their  cities  of  residence 
in  parenthesis. 

For  all  documents  received  during  the  public  review  and  comment  period,  394  comments 
were  identified.  Table  E-3  provides  a  summary  of  the  number  of  documents  and 
comments  by  type  of  affiliation.  Table  E-4  categorizes  the  comments  by  issue 
categories.  Ninety  comments,  mainly  from  private  organizations  and  individuals 
participating  in  the  public  hearings,  relate  to  Air  Force  policy.  Many  questioned  the 
need  for  the  system  or  its  deployment  in  Montana.  Among  the  resource  categories,  the 
largest  number  of  comments  related  to  socioeconomics  (issue  categories  3  through  7 
elicited  90  comments).  Biological  resources  and  transportation  elicited  34  and  22 
comments,  respectively,  followed  by  utilities  (20  comments)  and  water  resources  (18 
comments).  Other  resources  received  less  than  15  comments  each.  All  of  these  com¬ 
ments  are  listed  in  Section  E.1.4  along  with  the  responses  to  individual  comments.  Some 
comments  have  been  responded  to  in  detail  in  this  section;  others  make  reference  to 
responses  made  for  similar  comments  by  other  respondents;  and  still  others  have  been 
responded  to  in  the  main  body  of  the  FEIS  text.  To  facilitate  the  process  of  finding  these 
responses,  FEIS  section  numbers  are  provided. 

In  some  cases,  respondents  have  been  referred  to  the  Environmental  Planning  Technical 
Reports  (EPTRs).  These  are  background  studies  which,  in  the  interest  of  brevity  and 
readability  of  the  document,  provide  detail  not  provided  in  the  FEIS.  Limited  copies  of 
these  reports  will  be  distributed  to  the  State  of  Montana  Office  of  the  Governor  and 
public  libraries  within  the  study  area. 
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Table  E-l 


List  of  Respondents 


Serial  Document 

Number  Respondents  Number 


Federal  Agencies 


1.  U.S.  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs  5 

2.  U.S.  Bureau  of  Land  Management  (Sandra  E.  Sacher)  95 

3.  U.S.  Bureau  of  Land  Management  (Wayne  Zinne)  106 

4.  U.S.  Bureau  of  Reclamation  123 

5.  U.S.  Department  of  the  Interior  131 

6.  U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency  99 

7.  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  107 

State  Agencies 

1.  Montana  State  Board  of  Health  46 

2.  Office  of  the  Governor  (Governor  Ted  Schwinden)  98 

3.  Office  of  the  Governor  (Ralph  Driear,  Administrative  Assistant)  4;  101 

4.  Office  of  the  Lieutenant  Governor  1 

Local  Agencies 

1.  City  of  Great  Falls  70 

2.  City  of  Lewistown  109 

3.  Fergus  County  Disaster  and  Emergency  Services  44 

4.  Great  Falls  City-County  Planning  Board  111 

5.  Lewistown  City-County  Planning  Office  45 

Private  Organizations 

1.  American  Association  of  Retired  Persons  (Lloyd  M.  Erickson)  29 

2.  Birdtail  Ranch  (Doug  and  Nancy  Dear)  87 

3.  Casino  Creek  Concrete  (Marvin  Mathison)  41 

4.  Chester  United  Methodist  Church  (Margaret  Novak)  58 

5.  Concerned  Citizens'  Coalition  (Marie  Schreiber)  8 

6.  Concerned  Citizens'  Coalition  (Wilbur  L.  Johnson)  36 

7.  Conrad  Ambulance  EMS  (Paul  P.  Rathsack)  61 

8.  Farming  Corporation  (Arnold  Lindberg)  63 

9.  Great  Falls  Ad  Federation  (Jay  Egan)  32 

10.  Great  Falls  Area  Chamber  of  Commerce  (Mike  Labriola)  30 

11.  Great  Falls  Clinic  (Gordon  K.  Phillips)  89 

12.  Institute  for  Peace  and  International  Security  (Paul  F.  Walker)  105 

13.  Kaufmans  (Ira  M.  Kaufman,  Jr.)  6 

14.  Kelleher  Law  Office  (Robert  C.  Kelleher,  Sr.)  91 

15.  Konitz  Contracting,  Inc.  (Tom  Konitz)  49 

16.  Konitz  Contracting,  Inc.  (Bob  Killham)  50 

17.  Last  Chance  Peacemakers  Coalition  (Rick  Duncan)  114 

18.  Logging  Creek  Ranch  Company  (David  Doran)  35 

19.  Donald  R.  Marble  Attorney  at  Law  (Donald  R.  Marble)  100 
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Serial 

Number  Respondents 


Document 

Number 


Private  Organizations 


20.  Marra,  Wenz,  Johnson  Sc  Hopkins,  P.C.  (Warren  Wenz)  94 

21.  Montana  Catholic  Conference  (A.M.  Moylan)  72 

22.  Montana  Chamber  of  Commerce  (Forrest  H.  Boles)  90 

23.  Montana  Power  Company  (D.M.  Sprague)  121 

24.  Moore  Public  Schools  (Richard  Hughes)  2 

25.  Physicians  for  Social  Responsibility  (Belle  C.  Richards)  68 

26.  Physicians  for  Social  Responsibility  (Belle  C.  Richards)  108 

27.  Physicians  for  Social  Responsibility  (Catherine  E.  Wilkerson)  113 

28.  Professional  Systems,  Inc.  (Mark  L.  Macek)  21 

29.  Sisters  of  Charity  of  Providence  of  Montana  (Kathryn  Rutan)  3 

30.  Sun  Valley  Sun  (Charles  D.  Klein)  55 

31.  Waddell  and  Reed  (Richard  Moffitt)  17 

Individual  Citizens 

1.  Archie  C.  Bishop  (Conrad)  115 

2.  Hath  Bishop  (Conrad)  116 

3.  Michael  Black  (Billings)  40 

4.  Bill  Bourret  (Great  Falls)  19 

5.  B.J.  Bowlen  (Great  Falls)  120 

6.  Alan  J.  Brown  (Great  Falls)  14 

7.  Gerd  J.  Callant  (Harlowton)  51 

8.  Carol  I.  Collins  (Great  Falls)  104 

9.  Harry  Cosgriffe  (Two  Dot)  54 

10.  Jerry  N.  Costeu  (Great  Falls)  23 

11.  Deb  Corcoran  (Great  Falls)  124 

12.  M.  Eileen  Croghau  (Great  Falls)  4 

13.  Robert  J.  Dahle  (Great  Falls)  25 

14.  Sue  Dickenson  (Great  Falls)  12 

15.  Kent  Dodge  (East  Helena)  69 

16.  Rebecca  Dodge  (East  Helena)  73 

17.  Rosanne  Donahoe  (Helena)  92 

18.  Jim  Eagen  (Great  Falls)  13 

19.  Opal  Fladstol  (Conrad)  60 

20.  J.  Michael  Fleming  (Belt)  110 

21.  Dorothy  Floerchinger  (Conrad)  62 

22.  Gretchen  Grayum  (Montana)  112 

23.  Bill  Hallinan  (Helena)  103 

24.  Mary  B.  Hamilton  (Helmsville)  67 

25.  Charles  M.  Heber  (Great  Falls)  102 

26.  Bette  J.  Hiner-Inseth  (Helena)  85 

27.  Victoria  M.  Homer  (Helena)  117 

28.  Zarina  Jackson  (Great  Falls)  7 

29.  Richard  A.  Johnsten  (Great  Falls)  26 

30.  Robert  F.  Jorgensen,  Jr.  (Great  Falla)  22 

31.  Ruby  J.  Kammerer  (Helena)  83 

32.  Ed  Keil  (Conrad)  64 
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Serial 

Number 

Respondents 

Document 

Number 

33. 

Individual  Citizens 

Bob  Kelleher  (Billings) 

42 

34. 

Ed  Kendley  (Palson) 

118 

35. 

Jack  Kendley  (Helena) 

97 

36. 

Ken  Knudson  (Great  Falls) 

11 

37. 

Duane  Kolman  (Harlowton) 

53 

38. 

Phyllis  J.  Lake  (Great  Falls) 

10 

39. 

Marilynn  Laughery  (Lewistown) 

43 

40. 

Teresa  Lawson  (Great  Falls) 

18 

41. 

Patricia  M.  Lindsey  (Helena) 

88 

42. 

John  E.  Lubinus  (Lewistown) 

48 

43. 

Marilyn  Maddox  (Helena) 

84 

44. 

Beverly  Magley  (Helena) 

82 

45. 

Stephen  Maly  (Helena) 

76 

46. 

Morris  0.  Mancoronal,  Jr.  (Conrad) 

56 

47. 

Don  Marble  (Chester) 

65 

48. 

Dave  McLaughlin  (Helena) 

93 

49. 

Lois  K.  McMeek;n  (Helena) 

81 

50. 

Kay  and  Bernadette  Miller  (East  Helena) 

38 

51. 

Frank  B.  Morrison,  Sr.  (Helena) 

Melisa  J.  Myers  (Helena) 

77 

52. 

96 

53. 

Stewart  Nash  (Lewistown) 

*39 

54. 

Buck  O'Brien  (Conrad) 

57 

55. 

Stephen  O'Brien  (Helena) 

52 

56. 

Jerry  O'Connell  (Great  Falls) 

20 

57. 

Ray  Ozman  (Great  Falls) 

28 

58. 

Ray  Ozman  (Great  Falls) 

79 

59. 

Robert  Parker  (Ulm) 

86 

60. 

Bill  Rockwell  (Great  Falls) 

31 

61. 

Jim  Senkler  (Helena) 

75 

62. 

Joan  Sieffert  (Helena) 

71 

63. 

Howard  Snyder  (Great  Falls) 

16 

64. 

Louise  Snyder  (Great  Falls) 

15 

65. 

Marcia  Staigmiller  (Great  Falls) 

9 

66. 

Alice  Stanley  (Helena) 

78 

67. 

D.A.  Sternberg  (Helena) 

122 

68. 

Norman  E.  Stordahl  (Conrad) 

66 

69. 

Milo  Stubbs  (Great  Falls) 

33 

70. 

Diana  S.  Talcott  (Great  Falls) 

37 

71. 

Irene  Terwolbeck  (Gaplin) 

119 

72. 

T.H.  Thomas  (Great  Falls) 

27 

73. 

Ken  Vander  Ven  (Lewistown) 

47 

74. 

Janice  S.  Van  Riper  (Helena) 

74 

75. 

Shirley  C.  Walker  (Great  Falls) 

24 

76. 

Carla  M.  Williams  (East  Helena) 

80 

77. 

Zane  Zell  (Shelby) 

59 

78. 

Kenneth  A.  Ziegler  (Great  Falls) 

34 
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Public  Hearing  Attendees 


Lewistown,  Montana 


Jim  Barngrover  (Grass  r<-nge) 
Thomas  Bersuch  (Lewistown) 

Michael  Black  (Billings) 

Ken  Byerly  (I.ewiotown) 

Liz  Ching  fBillings) 

Tom  F.  'ott  (Grass  Range) 

Jim  Gamble  (Lewistown) 

Scott  Haight  (Lewistown) 

Milo  Halvorson  (Lewistown) 

Anton  Hastad  (Halstad) 

Mark  Hedgpeth  (Grand  Range) 
Charley  <5c  Sally  Karinen  (Lewistown) 
Robert  Kelleher  (Billings) 

Bob  Killham  (Lewistown) 

Thomas  L.  Killham  (Lewistown) 

Tom  Konitz  (Lewistown) 

Kraig  &  Recie  Kruger  (Grass  Range) 
Don  La  Fountain  (Lewistown) 


Gerd  «K  Callant  (Harlowton) 
David  Carlson  (Harlowton) 
Harry  Cosgriffe  (Two  Dot) 
Barney  Grindvoll  (Harlowton) 
Bill  Jones  (Harlowton) 

Bob  Jones  (Harlowton' 


Bill  Bourret  (Great  Falls) 

Alan  Brown  (Great  Falls) 

George  L.  Campanella  (Great  Falls) 
Scott  and  Jean  Carlson  (Great  Falls) 
Nicholas  E.  Cetto  (Great  Falls) 

Carol  Collins  (Great  Falls) 

Dan  Connors  (Great  Falls) 

Jerry  N.  Costeu  (Great  Falls) 

Bob  Crotty  (Great  Falls) 

Will  Crough  (Great  Falls) 

Robert  J.  Dahle  (Great  Falls) 

Bruce  Norman  Day  (Great  Falls) 

Sue  Dickenson  (Great  Falls) 

Art  Dickhoff  (Great  Falls) 

A1  Donohue  (Great  Falls) 

David  Doran  (Great  Falls) 


Marilyn  Laughery  (Lewistown) 

Gulda  H.  Leininger  (Lewistown) 

Thomas  E.  Longshore  (Lewistown) 

John  E.  Lubinus  (Lewistown) 

Bruce  Marsden  (Lewistown) 

Marvin  L.  Mathison  (Lewistown) 

James  Sc  Becky  Mitchell  (Lewistown) 
Stewart  Nash  (Lewistown) 

Alta  Mae  Pallett  (Lewistown) 

Jeff  Shelden  (Lewistown) 

David  Shipman  (Lewistown) 

Robert  T.  and  Alice  Smith  (Forest  Grove) 
Joan  Thomas  (Lewistown) 

Judy  Tureck  (Coffee  Creek) 

Ken  Vander  Ven  (Lewistown) 

Elly  Walkowiak  (Lewistown) 

Joe  Zahler  (Lewistown) 


Duane  Kolman  (Harlowton) 
Marilyn  Krause  (Harlowton) 
Arville  J.  Lammers  (Shawmut) 
Dan  Mainwaring  (Harlowton) 
Frank  Michaels  (Harlowton) 
Stephen  O'Brien  (Helena) 


Jim  Eagen  (Great  Falls) 

Jay  Egan  (Great  Falls) 

Joel  G.  Ericksen  (Great  Falls) 

Kerry  E.  Gray  (Great  Falls) 

Charles  Heber  (Great  Falls) 

Becky  Heimgartner  (Great  Falls) 
Wayne  M.  Hirsch  (Great  Falls) 

Jack  Holland  (Great  Falls) 

Guy  Huestis  (Great  Falls) 

Jim  &  Lucretia  Humphrey,  Jr. 

(Great  Falls) 

Zarina  Jackson  (Great  Falls) 

Ray  Jergeson  (Great  Falls) 

Wilbur  L.  Johnson  (Great  Falls) 
Richard  A.  Johnsten  (Great  Falls) 
Robert  F.  Jorgensen,  Jr.  (Great  Falls) 


Harlowton,  Montana 


Great  Falls,  Montana 


E-6 


Table  E-2  Continued,  Page  2  of  3 


Great  Falls,  Montana  (Cont'd.) 


Ira  M.  Kaufman,  Jr.  (Great  Falls) 
Ken  Knudson  (Great  Falls) 

Mike  Labriola  (Great  Falls) 
Phyllis  J.  Lake  (Great  Falls) 

John  R.  Lawson  (Great  Falls) 
Teresa  Lawson  (Great  Falls) 

Mark  L.  Macek  (Great  Falls) 
Sheila  Maybanks  (Great  Falls) 
Harold  McLaughlin  (Great  Falls) 
Richard  Moffitt  (Great  Falls) 
Jack  K.  Moore  (Great  Falls) 

Jerry  O'Connell  (Great  Falls) 
Rowan  Ogden  (Cascade) 

Ray  Ozmon  (Great  Falls) 

Robert  Parker  (Ulm) 

John  Polotto  (Great  Falls) 
Heather  Porter  (Great  Falls) 

Bill  Rockwell  (Great  Falls) 

Tim  Ryan  (Great  Falls) 

Marie  Schreiber  (Great  Falls) 


Lenore  M.  Searles  (Great  Falls) 

Bob  Sletten  (Great  Falls) 

Howard  <5c  Louise  Snyder  (Great  Falls) 
Donald  L.  South  (Great  Falls) 

Marcia  Staigmiller  (Great  Falls) 
Thomas  G.  Steinbrenner  (Great  Falls) 
John  T.  Stevens  (Great  Falls) 

Barbara  Stordahl  (Great  Falls) 

Milo  Stubbs  (Great  Falls) 

Diana  S.  Talcott  (Great  Falls) 

T.H.  Thomas  (Great  Falls) 

Bill  Thornby  (Great  Falls) 

Mitch  Tropila  (Great  Falls) 

James  R.  Tucker  (Great  Falls) 

Shirley  C.  Walker  (Great  Falls) 

Warren  Wenz  (Great  Falls) 

Gordon  Whirry  (Great  Falls) 

William  <5c  Catherine  Wilkerson  (Butte) 
Rob  R.  Wilson  (Great  Falls) 

Kenneth  A.  Ziegler  (Great  Falls) 


Conrad,  Montana 


Archie  <5c  Ruth  Bishop  (Conrad) 
Larry  S.  Brownell  (Conrad) 

Darryl  Burditt  (Conrad) 

Ronald  W.  Denzer  (Conrad) 

Dennis  M.  Fladstol  (Conrad) 

Opal  Fladstol  (Conrad) 

Dorothy  Floerchinger  (Conrad) 
Gene  and  Lois  Habets  (Conrad) 

Ed  Keil  (Conrad) 

Edward  J.  Larson  (Ledger) 

Arnold  Lindberg  (Conrad) 

LeAnn  Lusty  (Conrad) 

Morris  O.  Mancoronal,  Jr.  (Conrad) 
Don  Marble  (Chester) 

Marjorie  Matheson  (Ledger) 

Donald  McClain  (Conrad) 


Ruth  Nickol  (Conrad) 
Margaret  Novak  (Chester) 
Mauri  Novak  (Chester) 

Buck  O'Brien  (Conrad) 

David  Oien  (Conrad) 

Lester  Peters  (Conrad) 

Paul  P.  Rathsack  (Conrad) 
Marie  K.  Ries  (Conrad) 
Norman  E.  Stordahl  (Conrad) 
Helen  Trebesch  (Conrad) 

B.J.  Tweet  (Conrad) 

Vernon  Venetz  (Conrad) 
Dennis  Williams  (Conrad) 
James  Yeager  (Conrad) 

Zane  Zell  (Shelby) 


Augusta,  Montana 


Lloyd  J.  Allen  (Augusta) 

Richard  Artz  (Augusta) 

Lisa  Bay  (Helena) 

Mike  Bay  (Wolf  Creek) 

James  H.  Boadle  (Augusta) 
Betty  B.  Chamberlain  (Augusta) 
John  Cobb  (Augusta) 


Gordon  Dellwo  (Augusta) 

Grace  Doughty  (Augusta) 

Feona  Geise  (Augusta) 

Sarah  Hawk-Cobb  (Augusta) 
Clayton  R.  Hitchcock  (Augusta) 
Charles  D.  Klein  (Augusta) 

Dave  Knight  (Augusta) 
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Tom  Larson  (Augusta) 
Rick  Ripley  (Augusta) 
Renita  Thomas  (Augusta) 


Augusta,  Montana  (Cont’d.) 


Tim  Troy  (Augusta) 

Bonita  L.  White  (Augusta) 


Helena,  Montana 


Phil  Brooks  (Helena) 

Kent  &  Rebecca  Dodge  (E.  Helena) 
Rick  Duncan  (Helena) 

Robert  J.  Filipovich  (Anaconda) 
Kathleen  Guehlstorff  (Helena) 

Bill  Hallinan  (Helena) 

Mary  B.  Hamilton  (Helmville) 

Linda  Hays  (Helena) 

Kathy  Helland  (Helena) 

Kelly  Hencz  (Helena) 

Victoria  M.  Homer  (Helena) 

Ed  &  Ruby  Kam  merer  (Helena) 
Jack  Kendley  (Helena) 

Chester  Kinsey  (Helena) 

Frank  Kromkowski  (Helena) 

Dave  Lovely  (Helena) 


Marilyn  &  Tom  Maddox  (Helena) 
Beverly  Magley  (Helena) 

Stephen  Maly  (Helena) 

Joanne  Maynard  (Helena) 

Lois  K.  McMeekin  (Helena) 
Frank  Morrison  (Helena) 

A.M.  Moylan  (Helena) 

Melisa  J.  Myers  (Helena) 

Belle  C.  Richards  (Helena) 

Jim  Senkler  (Helena) 

Joan  Sieffert  (Helena) 

Alice  Stanley  (Helena) 

D.A.  Sternberg  (Helena) 

David  Treadway  (E.  Helena) 
Janice  S.  Van  Riper  (Helena) 
Carla  M.  Williams  (E.  Helena) 
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Documents  and  Comments  by  Type  of  Affiliation 


Affiliation 

Number  of  Documents 

Number  of  Comments 

Federal  Agency 

6 

67 

State  Agency 

4 

115 

Local  Agency 

5 

7 

Private  Organization 

31 

65 

Individual  Citizen 

78 

140 

TOTAL: 

124 

394 

Table  E-4 

Number  of  Comments  by  Issue  Categories  and  Type  of  Affiliation 


Issue  Category 

Federal 

Agency 

State 

Agency 

Local 

Agency 

Private 

Agency 

Individual 

Citizen 

Total 

1.  Air  Force  Policy 

2 

18 

70 

90 

2.  System  Requirements 

2 

1 

1 

7 

3 

14 

3.  Employment 

- 

34 

- 

4 

9 

47 

4.  Housing 

- 

1 

- 

3 

3 

7 

5.  Education 

- 

- 

- 

- 

6 

6 

6.  Public  Services 

- 

20 

2 

1 

1 

24 

7.  Public  Finance 

- 

4 

- 

- 

2 

6 

8.  Utilities 

6 

8 

1 

4 

1 

20 

9.  Transportation 

7 

2 

3 

2 

8 

22 

10.  Land  Use 

- 

4 

- 

- 

1 

5 

11.  Recreation  (including 
Tourism) 

— 

9 

“ 

- 

5 

14 

12.  Visual  Resources 

- 

1 

- 

- 

1 

2 

13.  Cultural  Resources 

1 

8 

- 

- 

- 

9 

14.  Biological  Resources 

13 

12 

- 

6 

3 

34 

15.  Air  Quality 

9 

- 

- 

- 

1 

10 

16.  Noise 

3 

- 

- 

1 

1 

5 

17.  Water  Resources 

14 

3 

- 

- 

1 

18 

18.  Geology  and  Soils 

9 

1 

- 

- 

1 

11 

19.  Safety 

- 

1 

- 

7 

4 

12 

20.  Other  Comments 

_3 

4 

— 

12 

19 

38 

TOTAL: 

67 

115 

7 

65 

140 

394 

E.1.4 


Comments  and  Responses 


Doc 

Number 

1 


2 


3 


4 


5 


5 


6 


7 


Comment 

Number 

1  COMMENT:  DEIS  received  by  Montana  Clearinghouse.  DEIS  to  be 
listed  in  the  next  Intergovernmental  Review  Bulletin  issued  by  the 
Clearinghouse.  Comments  will  be  directed  to  AFRCE-BMS. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

1  COMMENT:  Comment  in  support  of  the  deployment  and  operation  of 
the  Small  ICBM  in  central  Montana  for  reasons  of  possible  economic 
boost  to  Montana  and  logical  succession  of  the  ongoing  missile  upgrade 
process 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

1  COMMENT:  Comment  in  opposition  to  the  installation  of  the  Small 
ICBM  and  other  weapon  systems  in  eastern  Montana  for  reasons  of 
arms  race  escalation,  cost  of  military  buildup,  increased  cost  to 
taxpayers,  and  deterrent  to  rebuilding  Montana's  agricultural  base  and 
new  industries. 

RESPONSE:  The  Small  ICBM  is  a  program  directed  by  the  President 
and  the  Congress.  They  determine  the  relative  priority  of  defense 
versus  other  actions. 

1  COMMENT:  Comment  in  opposition  to  the  Small  ICBM  system  in 
Montana  for  reasons  of  disagreement  with  national  defense  policy  and 
depending  on  a  "war  machine”  for  economic  security. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  3,  comment  1. 

1  COMMENT:  Concerned  about  relationship  of  predictive  model  to 
compliance  with  National  Historic  Preservation  Act  and  to  the 
identification  of  Native  American  sites.  Feels  need  for  cultural 
resources  surveys. 

RESPONSE:  The  Advisory  Council  on  Historic  Preservation  has 

identified  predictive  modeling  as  an  acceptable  part  of  the  compliance 
process,  especially  when  large  planning  areas  are  involved.  The  model 
is  not  intended  to  relate  directly  to  Native  American  resources;  they 
were  identified  from  existing  records  and  consultation  with  Native 
Americans.  Cultural  resources  surveys  have  been  conducted  in 
consultation  with  the  State  Historic  Preservation  Office. 

2  COMMENT:  The  LOI  definition  for  a  low  and  moderate  impact  on 
aggregate  resources  contains  potentially  contradictory  sentences 
regarding  the  adequacy  of  existing  aggregate  resources. 

RESPONSE:  The  LOI  definitions  for  aggregate  resources  have  been 
altered  to  clarify  their  meaning  and  are  presented  in  FEIS 
Section  4.10.1.3. 

1  COMMENT:  Statement  in  support  of  deployment  of  the  Small  ICBM  in 
Montana  because  the  construction  and  operations  phases  will  bolster  a 
terribly  weak  economic  area  and  also  bring  in  more  tourists. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

1  COMMENT:  The  Air  Force  should  have  allowed  more  than  20  days  for 
review  prior  to  public  hearings. 
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RESPONSE:  The  Council  on  Environmental  Quality  regulations,  which 
implement  the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act,  require  the 
hearings  to  be  held  at  least  15  days  following  availability  of  the  DEIS. 
The  Air  Force  held  the  hearings  24  days  after  the  release  of  the 
DEIS.  Further,  the  Air  Force  has  allowed  58  days  for  public 
comment.  It  was  made  clear  during  the  hearings  that  written  public 
comments  could  be  submitted  to  the  Air  Force  through 
21  August  1987. 

2  COMMENT:  Small  ICBM  is  illegal  because  it  violates  SALT  I  and 
SALT  II  treaties,  which  undermines  and  goes  against  our  history  of 
arms  control. 

RESPONSE:  The  President  and  the  Congress  directed  the  program  and 
can  decide  on  any  future  changes  in  it  based  on  their  assessment  of 
international  arms  control  developments  and  other  national  security 
and  foreign  policy  concerns. 

3  COMMENT:  Small  ICBM,  because  of  such  technology  as  penetration 
aids  and  its  extreme  accuracy  appears  to  be  a  first  strike  weapon  not 
the  "billed"  second  strike  weapon.  Because  of  this,  question  its 
deterrence  capability. 

RESPONSE:  In  keeping  with  the  national  security  policy  goals,  the 
President  directed  the  deployment  of  the  Small  ICBM  system. 

4  COMMENT:  We  already  have  five  other  weapon  systems  with  first 
strike  capability.  The  Soviets  might  see  this  as  threatening  and 
aggressive  leading  to  destabilization  of  the  arms  race. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

5  COMMENT:  Opposed  to  Small  ICBM  for  reasons  it  creates  local 
inconveniences,  is  not  vital  to  our  national  security,  questions  its 
deterrent  capability,  and  further  destabilizes  the  arms  race  and  costly. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  3,  comment  1. 

1  COMMENT:  Would  military  personnel  be  eligible  for  HUD-subsidized 
programs?  If  yes,  would  military  personnel  have  top  priority?  What 
impact  would  the  Small  ICBM  have  on  the  clients  of  the  Mercy  Home 
of  Great  Falls,  which  serves  battered  women  and  has  80  to  90  percent 
of  their  cases  moved  into  HUD  projects? 

RESPONSE:  Eligibility  for  HUD-subsidized  housing  is  based  on  family 
size  and  income.  Should  military  personnel  meet  the  eligibility 
requirements,  they  would  be  required  to  follow  the  same  procedures  as 
all  other  eligible  Great  Falls  residents  to  obtain  HUD  housing.  The  Air 
Force  would  provide  housing  either  onbase  or  offbase  through  a 
leasing/rental  guarantee  program  for  most  of  the  Small  ICBM  military 
personnel.  Therefore,  it  is  not  expected  that  military  personnel  would 
require  HUD-subsidized  housing  and  would  not  displace  Mercy  Home 
referrals. 

1  COMMENT:  Comment  in  support  of  Small  ICBM  for  reasons  of  the 
positive  impacts  on  county  road  systems,  overall  transportation  in  the 
area,  economy,  and  with  appropriate  planning  and  mitigation,  the 
impacts  on  schools  and  services  can  be  protected. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 
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1  COMMENT:  Com  mentor  offered  the  following  commentary:  didn't 
want  more  "jetters"  tearing  up  the  street  at  50-60  mph;  value  of  home 
will  drop. 

RESPONSE:  Recent  Air  Force  history  and  statistics  (ob  ained  from  a 
Peacekeeper  Monitoring  Program)  suggest  that  such  a  situation  is 
unlikely  to  occur.  The  Air  Force  found  that  in  Cheyenne,  Wyoming,  a 
community  in  which  ICBM  deployment  is  currently  underway,  the 
personnel  hired  by  Air  Force  contractors  were  in  their  mid-30s,  were 
married,  and  averaged  about  1  year  of  college.  Most  of  them  were 
residents  of  the  community  prior  to  taking  employment  with  the  Air 
Force.  There  is  no  "jetter"  problem  in  Cheyenne,  and  we  do  not  expect 
one  in  Great  Falls.  All  Air  Force  personnel  are  expected  to  follow  a 
code  of  conduct  that  reflects  the  importance  of  their  mission.  This 
discipline  is  enforced  at  all  times  both  onbase  and  offbase.  Because  of 
the  increase  in  housing  demand  associated  with  the  program,  we 
expect  the  value  of  existing  housing  units  in  Great  Falls  to  rise  rather 
than  drop  (FEIS  Section  4. 1.2. 3). 

2  COMMENT:  Comment  made  that  if  the  only  way  we  can  think  Lo 
increase  employment  is  this  program,  we  should  take  a  long,  hard  look 
at  ourselves.  Great  Falls  would  be  a  bigger  and  better  target  in  the 
event  of  war.  The  U.S.  should  agree  with  the  Soviet  Union  to  remove 
100  medium-range  missiles  in  Europe. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

1  COMMENT:  Comment  in  support  of  Small  ICBM  deployment  for 
reasons  of  positive  benefits,  such  as  economy,  to  the  Great  Falls 
community,  surrounding  area,  as  well  as  Montana;  through  cooperation 
and  mitigation,  lessen  the  impacts,  to  the  maximum  extent  possible,  on 
the  community  and  its  school  system. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

1  COMMENT:  What  is  the  effect  of  Small  ICBM  on  peace  making  role  of 
U.S.  and  disarmament. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  7,  comment  2. 

1  COMMENT:  Concerned  about  effect  of  mid-term  cancellation. 

RESPONSE:  If  the  Small  ICBM  program  is  canceled  at  any  time  after 
construction  begins,  an  evaluation  would  be  made  to  determine 
potential  impacts. 

1  COMMENT:  Will  the  local  interstate  highway  system  be  expanded  or 
improved? 

RESPONSE:  The  Federal  Highway  Administration  (FHWA),  state  and 
local  transportation  agencies,  Military  Traffic  Management  Command 
(MTMC),  and  the  Air  Force  will  determine  specific  defense  access  road 
improvements  in  support  of  the  Small  ICBM  system. 

1  COMMENT:  Can  see  no  reason  why  military  children  cannot  be  bused 
to  schools  now  closed  when  other  classes  are  filled. 

RESPONSE:  Potential  mitigation  measures  have  been  recommended  in 
FEIS  Section  4.1.6  and  do  include  busing  students  from  Malmstrom 
AFB  to  area  schools.  The  final  selection  of  mitigations  to  minimize 
impacts  on  the  Great  Falls  Public  Schools  system  will  be  made  by  the 
school  board  with  participation  of  the  Department  of  Defense. 
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2  COMMENT:  Comment  in  support  of  missile  program  because  we  need 
all  the  protection  we  can  get  since  Russia  is  so  far  ahead  of  us  in  the 
arms  race. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

1  COMMENT:  Several  schools  in  the  Great  Falls  Public  Schools  system 
are  closed.  They  could  be  used  for  the  children  associated  with  the 
program. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  15,  comment  1. 

2  COMMENT:  Comment  in  support  of  missile  program  because  of  the 
need  to  update  our  defense  system  and  can  live  with  the  impacts. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

1  COMMENT:  Comment  in  support  of  Small  ICBM  program  because  of 
possible  increased  business  with  Malmstrom  AFB. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

1  COMMENT:  Comment  in  opposition  to  Small  ICBM  program  for 
reasons  of  cost,  the  threat  to  peace,  and  quality  of  life. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  3,  comment  1. 

1  COMMENT:  Comment  in  support  of  Small  ICBM  program  assuming 
Congress  determines  this  weapon  system  is  necessary  to  maintain  a 
strong  defense  posture  in  this  country. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

1  COMMENT:  Are  additional  gates  planned  at  Malmstrom  AFB? 

RESPONSE:  As  a  result  of  the  proposed  program,  no  new  gates  are 
planned;  however,  there  is  some  potential  for  relocating  the  north  gate 
to  accommodate  traffic-pattern  changes. 

1  COMMENT:  Comment  in  support  of  the  Small  ICBM  program  for  its 
potential  to  establish  a  diverse  and  growing  economic  base. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

1  COMMENT:  Comment  in  support  of  Small  ICBM  program.  Commentor 
observation:  a  group  of  environmentalists  continue  to  "stack  the  deck" 
at  various  hearing  meetings  with  negative  viewpoints  and  taking  all  the 
time.  These  groups  are  not  representative  of  the  majority  of  the 
people  and  should  be  allowed  to  speak  at  only  one  meeting  allowing  the 
news  media  a  more  objective  sample  of  people  attending  meetings. 
Maybe  a  show  of  hands  for  or  against  is  in  order. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

1  COMMENT:  Statement  in  support  of  Small  ICBM  deployment, 
specifically  Alternative  2,  for  its  employment  growth  potential. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

1  COMMENT:  If  U.S.  safety  is  at  such  risk,  the  U.S.  should  press 
forward  with  talks  with  the  Soviets  and  resolve  this  explosive 
situation. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 
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1  COMMENT:  Comment  in  support  of  deployment  of  the  Small  ICBM  at 
Malmstrom  AFB. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

1  COMMENT:  Comment  in  support  of  Small  ICBM  program  assuming 
Congress  determines  this  weapon  system  is  necessary  to  maintain  a 
strong  defense  posture  in  this  country. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

1  COMMENT:  Comment  in  support  of  Small  ICBM  program  because 
opinion  is  there  will  not  be  any  significant  adverse  impacts. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

1  COMMENT:  Why  is  the  Small  ICBM  necessary? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  7,  comment  2. 

1  COMMENT:  Will  the  rates  charged  for  public  utilities  be  increased, 
particularly  for  fixed  income  groups,  such  as  senior  citizens? 

RESPONSE:  The  costs  of  utility  service  in  the  Great  Falls  area  should 
not  increase  as  a  result  of  the  program.  No  additional  capital 
investments  will  be  required  for  potable  water,  wastewater,  solid 
waste,  and  energy  systems  since  excess  plant  capacity  is  available. 
These  facilities  will  be  able  to  operate  at  a  more  efficient  rate, 
thereby  reducing  the  cost  per  unit  processed. 

1  COMMENT:  Comment  in  support  of  deployment  of  the  Small  ICBM  at 
Malmstrom  AFB. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

1  COMMENT:  Comment  in  support  of  deployment  of  the  Small  ICBM  at 
Malmstrom  AFB. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

1  COMMENT:  Comment  in  support  of  Small  ICBM  deployment  because 
it  will  benefit  both  the  country  and  Great  Falls. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

1  COMMENT:  Comment  in  support  of  deployment  of  the  Small  ICBM  at 
Malmstrom  AFB. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

1  COMMENT:  What  happens  to  the  new  missiles  and  transporters  if  a 
new  arms  control  treaty  is  signed? 

RESPONSE:  Any  arms  control  treaty  generally  stipulates  a  period  of 
time,  usually  lasting  several  years,  before  the  agreed  limits  must  be 
met.  The  parties  to  an  agreement  can  use  this  time  to  make  any 
adjustments  necessary  to  meet  those  limits. 

2  COMMENT:  Could  Small  ICBM  program  be  a  bargaining  chip  at  peace 
talk  summits? 

RESPONSE:  These  are  determinations  to  be  made  by  the  President. 

3  COMMENT:  Will  the  program  result  in  crowding  at  golf  courses  in 
Great  Falls? 
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RESPONSE:  Golf  facilities  have  been  identified  by  the  Great  Falls 
Park  and  Recreation  Department  as  being  occasionally  used  at  or  near 
capacity.  Without  expansion  of  the  existing  golf  facilities,  it  is 
anticipated  that  crowding  at  the  two  city  golf  courses  could  occur 
more  trequently  as  a  result  of  baseline  population  growth.  The  Small 
ICBM  program  population  will  result  in  additional  use  of  the  city's  golf 
facilities  and  will  likely  contribute  to  the  crowding  of  these  facilities 
(FEIS  Section  4. 5. 2. 2). 

1  COMMENT:  Are  there  additional  launch  sites  proposed  in  the  areas 
around  Monarch  and  Niehart?  If  so,  where? 

RESPONSE:  The  Small  ICBM  program  will  only  utilize  the  existing 
Minuteman  launch  facilities.  No  additional  launch  facilities  are 
planned.  Five  of  the  proposed  launch  facilities  (A-4,  A-5,  A-6,  A-7, 
and  A-8)  are  located  within  10  miles  of  the  towns  of  Monarch  and 
Niehart.  Three  of  these  (A-5,  A-6,  and  A-8)  will  be  utilized  only  under 
Alternative  3,  where  all  200  launch  facilities  are  used. 

1  COMMENT:  Will  temporary  workers  choose  to  live  in  hotel/ 

motel/campgrounds  or  in  rental  housing?  How  can  they  afford  to  live 
in  motels  for  an  extended  period  of  time? 

RESPONSE:  About  30  percent  of  the  construction  workers  are 

expected  to  inmigrate  to  the  Great  Falls  area.  Based  on  past  experi¬ 
ence  at  F.E.  Warren  AFB,  about  55  percent  of  the  Emigrating  workers 
will  live  in  rental  housing,  15  percent  in  mobile  homes,  and  30  percent 
in  hotels/motels.  Most  workers  who  will  live  in  hotels/motels  for  an 
extended  period  of  time  will  be  collecting  per  diem  payments  to  cover 
this  cost.  However,  it  is  not  expected  that  temporary  workers,  who 
will  be  in  the  area  for  an  extended  period  of  time,  would  live  in 
hotels/motels.  Rather,  they  will  live  in  mobile  homes  and  rental  units. 

1  COMMENT:  Concerned  that  the  Air  Force  is  not  sincere  in  wanting  to 
help  the  economics  of  the  area. 

RESPONSE:  The  Small  ICBM  program  is  proposed  for  deployment  at 
Malmstrom  AFB  to  maintain  the  deterrence  capabilities  of  U.S. 
strategic  forces.  The  anticipated  impact  on  the  economy  as  well  as 
other  environmental  issues  were  considered  in  the  final  selection 
process.  Operational  needs  of  the  system,  however,  were  weighted 
more  heavily  in  that  process  (FEIS  Section  1.1). 

2  COMMENT:  Could  the  Air  Force  utilize  available  local  contractors 
for  the  Small  ICBM  program? 

RESPONSE:  The  process  for  selecting  the  construction  contractors 
and  other  vendors  is  an  open,  competitive  process.  The  Air  Force 
cannot  require  contracts  to  go  only  to  local  firms.  The  Air  Force  will 
support  certain  activities  such  as  giving  information  seminars  so  that 
local  firms  become  more  knowledgeable  in  how  to  compete  success¬ 
fully  for  federal  jobs.  A  potential  mitigation  is  that  the  Air  Force  will 
divide  construction  activities  into  smaller  segments  which  will  better 
meet  the  bonding  capabilities  of  the  small  contractors.  This  will 
permit  smaller  local  firms  to  compete  more  actively  in  the  Small 
ICBM  program  bidding  process  (FEIS  Section  4. 1.6.1). 

3  COMMENT:  Concerned  that  influx  of  young  military  personnel  will 
increase  crime. 
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RESPONSE:  Crime  rates  are  based  on  many  variables,  not  just  the  age 
of  certain  segments  of  the  population.  It  is  not  expected  that  the 
additional  military  personnel  will  result  in  disproportional  increases  in 
crime  in  the  area.  Recent  experience  with  the  Peacekeeper  in 
Minuteman  silos  program  at  F.E.  Warren  AFB  indicated  that  no 
increase  in  crime  rates  was  attributed  to  military  personnel. 

4  COMMENT:  Young  Air  Force  personnel  are  less  likely  to  take  care  of 
rental  housing. 

RESPONSE:  About  70  percent  of  young  enlisted  Air  Force  personnel 
are  unmarried  and  will  be  living  in  dormitories  on  Malmstrom  AFB. 
Married  personnel  who  live  offbase  receive  a  housing  allowance  that 
enables  them  to  obtain  and  maintain  suitable  housing  within  the 
community. 

5  COMMENT:  Will  unsuccessful  job  seekers  be  transients  or  vagrants, 
thereby  destabilizing  Great  Falls? 

RESPONSE:  Based  on  experience  with  the  Peacekeeper  missile 

deployment  at  F.E.  Warren  AFB,  job  seekers  will  be  mature,  educated, 
family  types  who  will  not  destabilize  Great  Falls. 

6  COMMENT:  Adding  more  weapons  to  the  world  arsenal  will  not  make 
for  a  stable  and  secure  environment. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

7  COMMENT:  Question  the  sincerity  of  the  military  processing  the  EIS. 

RESPONSE:  It  is  not  disqualifying  under  the  law  that  the  proponent 
agency  favors  the  adoption  of  the  proposal  or  particular  alternatives  or 
mitigation  measures.  What  is  required  is  that  the  EIS  provides  an 
adequate  analysis  of  the  environmental  impacts  that  can  be 
anticipated. 

8  COMMENT:  It  is  dishonest  to  have  a  division  of  a  defense  contractor 
writing  the  EIS.  It  is  a  conflict  of  interest  and  loses  its  credibility.  If 
another  EIS  is  prepared,  it  should  be  done  by  objective  people  taking 
key  roles  in  its  development. 

RESPONSE:  The  U.S.  Air  Force  was  aware  of  the  possibility  of 
conflict  of  interest  from  the  inception  of  the  environmental  support 
contract.  After  full  investigation,  it  was  determined  that  Tetra  Tech's 
relationship  with  Honeywell,  a  defense  contractor,  did  not  pose  a 
conflict  of  interest.  A  detailed  answer  to  this  question  was  provided 
by  the  Air  Force  in  response  to  a  comment  by  Mr.  Kruger  in  the 
Lewistown  public  hearings  on  the  DEIS.  It  appears  verbatim  in  the 
transcripts  of  those  hearings  on  pages  13  through  15.  (FEIS 
Appendix  E.) 

1  COMMENT:  Comment  in  opposition  to  deploying  200  Small  ICBMs  in 
north-central  Montana.  Also  would  like  to  get  rid  of  the  Minuteman 
silos. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

1  COMMENT:  Concerned  that  HMLs  will  be  on  public  roads  every  day 
and  that  accidents  are  inevitable. 

RESPONSE:  A  HML  may  be  on  the  road  almost  every  day,  especially 
along  U.S.  87/89  between  Great  Falls  and  Belt;  however,  farther  from 
the  base,  the  frequency  would  be  lower.  In  addition,  with  the  driving- 
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safety  program  provided  for  HML  drivers  and  the  presence  of  a  U.S. 
Federal  Marshall  controlling  traffic  and  leading  the  HML  transporter 
convoy,  traffic  accidents  related  to  HML  transport  would  be 
minimized. 

2  COMMENT:  Concerned  about  severe  impacts  on  the  Great  Falls 
Public  Schools  system  due  to  the  Small  ICBM. 

RESPONSE:  The  impacts  on  the  Great  Falls  Public  Schools  system 
have  been  evaluated  as  high  and  significant  for  the  Proposed  Action 
with  both  housing  options,  and  all  alternatives  (FEIS  Sections  4. 1.2.4 
and  4. 1.3.4).  However,  potential  mitigation  measures  have  been 
identified  in  FEIS  Section  4.1.6  and  Appendix  D  as  possible  ways  of 
eliminating  or  alleviating  these  impacts. 

3  COMMENT:  Concerned  that  housing  will  be  built  for  the  program  and 
abandoned  at  a  later  date  when  program  is  completed. 

RESPONSE:  The  program  is  not  expected  to  follow  a  ''boom-bust" 
pattern.  Housing  demand  will  increase  gradually  over  the  construction 
phase  and  stabilize  at  these  higher  levels  once  the  operations  phase  is 
reached. 

4  COMMENT:  Comment  strongly  urges  the  Small  ICBM  program  not  be 
recommended  in  Montana  or  anywhere  in  the  U.S.  Recommends  putting 
our  protection  in  the  air. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

1  COMMENT:  Statement  in  opposition  to  Small  ICBM  deployment  in 
Great  Falls  area  for  reasons  of  possibility  of  more  crime,  false  and 
temporary  economic  growth,  and  HML  movements. 

RESPONSE:  These  issues  are  addressed  in  FEIS  Sections  4. 1.2.1, 
4.1.2. 5,  and  4.3.2. 1. 

1  COMMENT:  Comment  in  support  of  Small  ICBM  deployment  in  central 
Montana  for  reasons  of  little  impacts,  economic  boost,  and  more  jobs. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

2  COMMENT:  Concerned  that  traffic  will  increase  due  to  HMLs  on  the 
roads. 

RESPONSE:  Traffic  impacts  are  recognized  (FEIS  Section  4.3.2. 1)  and 
possible  mitigation  measures  are  identified  in  the  FEIS  Section  4.3.6. 

1  COMMENT:  Requested  Lewistown  public  hearing  transcript. 

RESPONSE:  Copy  provided. 

1  COMMENT:  Comment  in  opposition  to  Small  ICBM  for  reasons  of  cost 
of  program,  the  state  is  in  a  recession,  cattle  ranchers  are  barely 
surviving,  and  dollars  could  be  better  used  elsewhere. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  3,  comment  1. 

1  COMMENT:  Concerned  about  what  effect  the  Small  ICBM  program 
personnel  will  have  on  the  Fergus  County  Disaster  and  Emergency 
Services.  If  there  is  an  effect,  who  will  assist  either  monetarily  or 
otherwise? 

RESPONSE:  For  Fergus  County,  short-duration  county  public  services 
impacts  are  considered  low  due  to  projected  increases  in  the  number  of 
emergency  calls  of  up  to  5  percent.  These  impacts  are  not  considered 
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significant  since  no  additional  personnel  or  facilities  would  be 
needed.  No  long-duration  impacts  would  occur  (FEIS  Section  4. 1.2.5). 

1  COMMENT:  EIS  does  not  reference  satellite  maintenance  sites  - 
economic  and  safety  basis  for  consideration. 

RESPONSE:  As  a  result  of  suggestions  made  during  scoping  meetings 
and  public  hearings,  the  Air  Force  has  initiated  a  study  of  expanding 
the  maintenance  capabilities  at  the  HML  enclosures.  This  could 
reduce  traffic  delays  and  accident  potential  associated  with  missile 
movements  to  Malmstrom  AFB.  Additionally,  the  resulting  increase  in 
construction  workers  in  the  deployment  area  has  the  potential  to 
provide  beneficial  economic  impacts  to  outlying  communities.  The 
concept  of  satellite  or  field  maintenance  centers  at  Lewistown  and 
Conrad,  however,  was  found  unfeasible  for  the  following  reasons: 
(1)  maintenance  and  repair  of  the  HML  at  these  centers  would  require 
duplication  of  secure  facilities  such  as  assembly,  surveillance,  and 
inspection  building;  mechanical  maintenance  shops;  and  weapons 
storage  area;  (2)  facility  construction  would  require  additional  land 
acquisition  and  road  upgrades,  thereby  increasing  program  costs;  and 
(3)  Field  Missile  Maintenance  Squadron  and  Security  Police  Squadron 
personnel  would  have  to  be  located  at  the  satellite  centers  increasing 
the  overall  military  personnel  requirements. 

1  COMMENT:  Montanans  voted  against  further  deployment  of  nuclear 
weapons  5  or  6  years  ago.  Com  mentor  wants  to  see  this  vote  honored 
and  if  not  honored,  at  least  addressed  in  the  EIS. 

RESPONSE:  The  defense  of  this  country  is  a  national  issue.  The  basing 
and  deployment  decisions  are  ultimately  made  by  the  Congress  and  the 
President. 

1  COMMENT:  Concerned  that  traffic  will  increase  due  to  HMLs  on  the 
roads. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  41,  comment  2. 

2  COMMENT:  Will  highways  used  by  the  HMLs  be  improved? 

RESPONSE:  The  Air  Force  is  presently  coordinating  with  the  Military 
Traffic  Management  Command,  Federal  Highway  Administration, 
Montana  State  Department  of  Highways,  and  county  road  departments 
regarding  road  and  bridge  improvements  needed  to  accommodate 
increases  in  program-related  traffic,  including  HML  movements. 

1  COMMENT:  Concerned  that  home  is  near  launch  facility  N-8. 

RESPONSE:  Launch  facility  N-8  would  be  utilized  only  if  Alternative 
3  is  implemented.  For  this  alternative,  all  200  launch  facilities  are 
proposed  to  be  utilized  and  will  affect  a  number  of  homeowners. 
Options  available  to  the  homeowners  under  these  circumstances  are 
discussed  in  FEIS  Section  4.4. 1.2. 

1  COMMENT:  Comment  in  support  of  Small  ICBM  system  for  national 
safety. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

2  COMMENT:  Could  the  Air  Force  utilize  available  local  contractors 
for  the  Small  ICBM  program? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  37,  comment  2. 
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50  1  COMMENT:  Comment  in  support  of  Small  ICBM  program  in  Montana 

in  the  belief  we  need  to  stay  competitive  in  the  area  of  ICBMs  and  the 
program  will  have  a  positive  effect  on  the  economic  climate  in 
Montana. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

51  1  COMMENT:  Concerned  about  sonic  booms  in  Harlowton. 

RESPONSE:  No  sonic  booms  would  be  induced  by  this  program. 

52  1  COMMENT:  Questions  the  need  for  additional  new  weapons  systems  as 

the  Small  ICBM. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  7,  comment  2. 

52  2  COMMENT:  Questions  the  selection  of  a  more  populated  area  such  as 

north-central  Montana  as  opposed  to  a  less  populated  area  such  as 
Alaska  or  northern  Canada. 

RESPONSE:  Initial  screening  of  potential  deployment  locations  began 
with  a  list  of  4,200  DOD  and  DOE  installations  situated  throughout  the 
50  states.  Using  existing  data  on  these  locations,  each  was  evaluated 
against  minimum  technical  and  operational  criteria.  From  the  initial 
effort,  all  but  51  areas  in  15  states  were  eliminated.  Field  visits  were 
used  to  collect  and  validate  the  data  needed  to  conduct  comparative 
analyses  to  determine  the  suitability  of  each  location.  The  list  was 
then  reduced  to  24  installations  at  this  level  of  screening.  An 
assessment  of  the  environmental  impacts  on  these  locations  was 
presented  in  the  Legislative  Environmental  Impact  Statement  (LEIS). 
On  December  19,  1986,  the  President  announced  the  decision  that 
Malmstrom  AFB  had  been  selected  for  initial  deployment  of  the  Small 
ICBM.  The  decision  was  based  on  operational  effectiveness,  cost, 
mission  compatibility,  and  the  LEIS. 

53  1  COMMENT:  Comment  in  support  of  deployment  of  the  Small  ICBM  at 

Malmstrom  AFB. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

54  1  COMMENT:  Concerned  about  noxious  weeds. 

RESPONSE:  Road  and  bridge  upgrading  along  T/E  routes  will  be 
conducted  by  state  or  county  agencies  or  their  contractors.  Develop¬ 
ment  and  implementation  of  subsequent  reclamation  and  noxious  weed 
control  programs  along  T/E  routes  are  the  responsibility  of  these 
agencies.  Reclamation  and  noxious  weed  control  programs  for  areas 
disturbed  onbase,  around  launch  facilities,  and  along  access  roads  will 
be  developed,  implemented,  and  monitored  by  the  Air  Force  in  accor¬ 
dance  with  COE  practices  for  environmental  protection  (FEIS 
Section  4.8.1.4). 

55  1  COMMENT:  Concerned  about  special  impact  on  Augusta  and  suburban 

area. 

RESPONSE:  No  major  impacts  have  been  identified  for  the  community 
of  Augusta.  The  discussion  in  the  EIS  is  concentrated  on  those  areas 
that  will  be  affected  by  the  program. 

56  1  COMMENT:  The  military  is  too  large,  expensive,  and  dangerous  to 

feel  safe.  The  U.S.  should  stop  military  buildup  and  not  make  Montana 
a  target  for  all  countries  who  wish  to  launch  against  the  U.S. 
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RESPONSE:  See  responses  to  document  3,  comment  1  and  docu¬ 
ment  52,  comment  2. 

2  COMMENT:  Concerned  that  the  program  will  affect  air  quality  in 
Montana. 

RESPONSE:  Program -related  construction  would  result  in  some 
temporary  air  quality  impacts  which  would  be  low  and  not  significant. 
Long-duration  operations  impacts  would  be  negligible  (FEIS 
Section  4.11.2). 

3  COMMENT:  Concerned  that  the  program  will  affect  clean  water  in 
Montana. 

RESPONSE:  Some  short-duration  degradation  of  the  quality  of 
streams  in  the  deployment  area  can  be  expected  to  occur  during  the 
construction  phase.  The  overall  impacts  on  the  receiving  streams  are 
expected  to  be  low  and  not  significant  (FEIS  Section  4. 9. 2. 2). 

1  COMMENT:  What  is  the  rationale  for  deploying  the  new  Small  ICBM 
on  Minuteman  sites?  Wouldn't  this  arrangement  make  it  easier  for  any 
enemy  to  knock  out  both  missile  systems  at  the  same  time  with  the 
same  warhead? 

RESPONSE:  The  President  chose  deployment  of  the  Small  ICBM  in 
HMLs  on  existing  Minuteman  launch  facilities  because  it  maintains  the 
mobility  necessary  for  survival  at  a  reasonable  cost.  The  Small  ICBM 
will  be  using  100  to  200  launch  facilities  located  throughout  an 
8,500-square-mile  area  in  north-central  Montana.  Upon  tactical 
warning  of  a  launch  against  tne  U.S.,  the  HMLs  will  dash  off  of  the 
launch  facilities,  covering  an  area  well  in  excess  of  the  existing 
8,500  square  miles.  This  ability  provides  the  survivability  of  the 
system. 

2  COMMENT:  Now  that  the  Small  ICBM  appears  to  be  a  real  program  to 
be  based  in  the  Great  Falls  area,  will  the  Minuteman  missiles  be 
removed?  If  so,  what  are  the  potential  socioeconomic  impacts  of 
decommissioning  the  Minuteman? 

RESPONSE:  There  are  no  present  plans  to  decommission  the 

Minuteman  missiles  or  change  their  method  of  operations. 

1  COMMENT:  Comment  in  support  of  the  No  Action  Alternative. 
RESPONSE:  Noted. 

1  COMMENT:  Comment  about  psychological  and  moral  impacts,  and 
will  of  the  people. 

RESPONSE:  The  purpose  of  an  EIS  is  to  analyze  expected  changes 
resulting  from  the  Proposed  Action  and  its  reasonable  alternatives, 
including  the  No  Action  Alternative,  that  could  significantly  affect  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment.  It  is  not  the  purpose  of  this  EIS  to 
discuss  morality,  military  tactics,  or  general  societal  issues.  Finally, 
Congress,  in  Section  209(c)(4)  of  the  1986  DOD  Authorization  Act, 
directed  the  Air  Force  to  analyze  the  environmental  effects  of 
"deployment  and  peacetime  operation."  The  U.S.  Supreme  Court  has 
held  that  psychological  impacts  attributable  to  the  fear  that  an  event 
like  nuclear  war  may  occur  in  the  future  is  not  an  appropriate  subject 
for  EIS  analysis  because  it  is  not  related  to  the  physical  impacts  of  the 
program  (Metropolitan  Edison  v.  People  Against  Nuclear  Energy, 
April  1983).  Also  see  FEIS  Section  1.7.1. 
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1  COMMENT:  Additional  costs  of  education  (in  Conrad)  should  be  paid 
for  by  the  federal  government. 

RESPONSE:  The  federal  program  set  forth  in  P.L.  81-874  recognizes 
the  responsibility  of  the  U.S.  for  the  impact  which  certain  federal 
activities  have  on  the  local  educational  agencies.  Currently,  students 
whose  parents  live  or  work  on  federal  property  in  the  Great  Falls 
Public  Schools  system  qualify  for  impact  aid.  However,  in  order  to 
qualify  for  the  P.L.  81-874  monies,  at  least  3  percent  of  the  student 
membership  must  have  parents  who  live  or  work  on  federal  property. 
The  Conrad  Public  Schools  system  presently  does  not  qualify  for  this 
aid,  but  may  when  the  Air  Force  strategic  training  installation  locates 
in  Conrad  in  1988. 

1  COMMENT:  Will  new  housing  be  built  or  will  housing  be  icmodeled  in 
Conrad? 

RESPONSE:  No  new  housing  construction  or  major  remodeling  is 

expected  to  occur  in  Conrad  as  a  direct  result  of  this  program. 

2  COMMENT:  Could  the  Air  Force  utilize  available  local  contractors 
for  the  Small  ICBM  program? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  37,  comment  2. 

1  COMMENT:  Comment  in  opposition  to  Small  ICBM  deployment 
because  of  the  need  to  balance  the  national  budget  and  we  must  stop 
the  uncontrolled  profit  in  the  military. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  3,  comment  1. 

1  COMMENT:  Statement  on  the  injuries  sustained  by  his  family  as  a 
result  of  Minuteman  missile  movements. 

RESPONSE:  Because  of  increased  vehicular  traffic,  the  risk  of 

automobile  accidents  would  increase  during  the  construction  phase  and 
over  the  life  of  the  Small  ICBM  program.  Increased  emphasis  on 
defensive  driving  by  military  personnel  and  normal  safety  precautions 
during  HML  movements  would  help  keep  the  risks  to  a  minimum.  HML 
drivers  will  be  trained  regularly  at  a  special  HML  vehicle  operations 
training  area  located  at  the  base. 

1  COMMENT:  Comment  in  support  of  Small  ICBM  deployment  because 
the  program  will  not  create  any  additional  short-  or  long-term  cost  to 
the  local  taxpayers. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

1  COMMENT:  Comment  in  support  of  the  No  Action  Alternative. 
RESPONSE:  Noted. 

1  COMMENT:  Comment  in  support  of  deployment  of  the  Small  ICBM  at 
Malmstrom  AFB. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

1  COMMENT:  The  EIS  didn't  address  the  issue  of  AIDS  and  the  high 
influx  of  military  personnel,  high-risk  group. 

RESPONSE:  It  is  not  the  inten :  of  this  EIS  to  discuss  moral  or  general 
societal  issues.  However,  the  Air  Force  has  taken  the  following  steps 
to  address  the  spread  of  the  At'DS  virus.  Since  September  1985,  all 
applicants  for  active  duty  are  tested  for  the  AIDS  virus.  Anyone  who 
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tests  positive  is  denied  permission  to  enter  the  Air  Force.  In  October 
1986,  the  Air  Force  began  testing  of  all  persons  on  active  duty  or  in 
the  Air  Force  Reserves.  Testing  of  all  personnel  will  be  completed  by 
September  1988.  As  of  August  31,  1987,  441,119  had  been  tested  and 
497  tests  showed  positive  for  AIDS  virus  for  an  infection  rate  of 
1.1  per  1,000.  The  infection  rate  for  all  DOD  employees  is 
1.6  per  1,000.  No  comparable  figures  for  the  general  public  are  known 
as  there  is  no  widespread  testing  of  the  general  public.  Any  Air  Force 
person  who  tests  positive  is  sent  to  Wilford  Hall  Medical  Center  at 
Lackland  AFB,  Texas  for  evaluation.  If  active  AIDS  virus  is  found  to 
be  present  in  the  system,  the  person  is  medically  retired  from  active 
duty. 

2  COMMENT:  Will  deployment  of  the  Small  ICBM  affect  tourism  in 
Montana? 

RESPONSE:  A  discussion  of  the  tourism  industry  in  Montana  has  been 
added  to  Regional  Recreation,  FEIS  Sections  3. 5. 3.1  and  4.5. 2.1. 

3  COMMENT:  Concerned  that  the  proposed  program  will  affect  the 
beauty  of  Montana. 

RESPONSE:  With  the  construction  of  HML  enclosures,  both  local 
residents  and  tourists  will  become  more  aware  of  missile  deployment 
in  the  area.  The  earth-covered  igloos  would  resemble  mounds  of  earth 
and  be  most  noticeable  in  the  very  flat  terrain.  Many  viewers  would 
be  unable  to  distinguish  between  the  alternative  pre-engineered 
buildings  and  one  of  the  many  agricultural  buildings  in  the  area.  Along 
Interstate  15  between  Yellowstone  National  Park  and  the  Canadian 
border,  only  three  HML  enclosures  (launch  facilities  1-6,  1-7,  and  P-9) 
would  be  visible. 

4  COMMENT:  Statement  on  how  the  military  should  spend  its  money, 
the  abolishing  of  the  CIA  and  NSC,  forget  the  Persian  Gulf  and  what 
Charles  Russell  would  say  to  "Midgetman." 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  3,  comment  1. 

1  COMMENT:  EIS  should  address  psychological  effects  on  children. 
RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  59,  comment  1. 

2  COMMENT:  Statement  in  opposition  to  Small  ICBM  deployment 
because  of  the  needs  of  the  people  of  the  world  for  food,  clothing, 
shelter,  and  that  health  care  monies  must  not  be  diverted  to 
unnecessary  armaments. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  3,  comment  1. 

1  COMMENT:  Comment  in  opposition  to  Small  ICBM  deployment  for 
numerous  reasons  as  there  is  no  neer,  for  further  buildup  of  our  nuclear 
arsenal,  can't  afford  it  socially  or  morally,  welfare  system  now  helping 
the  weapon  building  corporations  rather  than  the  poor  citizens, 
financial  stress  on  taxpayers,  health  hazards  and  the 

socioeconomic"boom-bust”  impacts  that  will  further  erode  the  fragile 
Montana  environment  and  society. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  3,  comment  1. 

1  COMMENT:  The  City  of  Great  Falls  believes  that  disposal  space  at 
their  existing  landfill,  along  with  the  space  available  on  the  adjacent 
leased  property,  will  provide  a  minimum  of  15  years  service. 
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RESPONSE:  FEIS  Sections  3. 2. 3. 3  and  4.2. 2. 3  have  been  revised  to 
reflect  this  change. 

2  COMMENT:  Page  4-84:  The  last  potential  mitigation  measure  listed 
refers  to  "alternative  sources  of  state  and  federal  funding  to  provide 
for  additional  staff,  and  equipment,  for  local  governments.”  Suggest 
this  statement  be  augmented  with  specific  sources,  if  possible. 

RESPONSE:  No  alternative  sources  of  funding  have  been  identified. 
This  mitigation  has  been  deleted  from  the  FEIS. 

3  COMMENT:  Specific  mitigation  measures  should  be  provided  to 
address  identified  impacts  on  urban  roads. 

RESPONSE:  Potential  mitigation  measures  have  been  identified  in  the 
FEIS  Appendix  D. 

1  COMMENT:  Why  do  we  need  more  weapons  when  some  people  are  not 
being  fed  or  clothed? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  3,  comment  1. 

1  COMMENT:  Concerned  about  the  impact  suffered  by  low-income 
Americans  due  to  the  proposed  program. 

RESPONSE:  The  Small  ICBM  program's  effect  on  low-income  people 
was  studied  under  various  elements.  During  the  construction  phase 
greater  employment  opportunities  will  become  available,  providing  a 
beneficial  effect  for  unemployed  or  underemployed  yet  qualified 
persons.  Housing  will  be  supplied  to  most  military  personnel,  whether 
onbase  or  offbase,  and  therefore,  no  significant  increase  in  housing 
prices  is  expected.  During  the  construction  phase,  there  could  also  be 
a  temporary  increased  demand  for  public  assistance  programs  because 
of  the  presence  of  unsuccessful  job  seekers,  but  this  increase  in  service 
demand  should  diminish  during  the  operations  phase.  Program-related 
increases  in  demand  for  utility  services  are  not  expected  to  cause  a 
price  increase  for  local  customers.  These  issues  are  discussed  in  FEIS 
Sections  4. 1.2.1,  4.1. 2. 3,  4. 1.2. 5,  and  4.2.2. 

1  COMMENT:  Comment  in  opposition  to  Small  ICBM  deployment  in 
Montana  because  of  religious  and  family  beliefs  and  difficulty 
understanding  why  we  need  the  system. 

RESPONSE:  Noted.  Rationale  for  the  deployment  of  the  Small  ICBM 
system  is  provided  in  FEIS  Section  1.1. 

1  COMMENT:  Was  the  scope  of  this  EIS  specifically  and  unambiguously 
limited  by  legislation? 

RESPONSE:  The  Congress,  in  Section  209(c)(4)  of  the  1986  DOD 
Authorization  Act,  directed  the  Air  Force  to  analyze  the 
environmental  effects  of  "deployment  and  peacetime  operation"  of  the 
Small  ICBM  system  (FEIS  Section  1.7.1).  The  EIS  was  prepared  in 
accordance  with  this  statute. 

1  COMMENT:  Comment  in  support  of  the  No  Action  Alternative. 
RESPONSE:  Noted. 

1  COMMENT:  The  EIS  does  not  address  the  environmental  impacts  of  an 
accidental  or  intentional  launch  of  a  missile.  Without  such  analysis, 
the  program  (Proposed  Action  and  alternatives)  will  provoke  legal 
action. 
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RESPONSE:  System  safeguards  have  been  developed  to  ensure  that 
there  is  no  possibility  of  accidental  launch.  Analysis  of  intentional 
launch  is  beyond  the  scope  of  the  EIS,  since  the  Congress  directed  that 
only  peacetime  operations  be  addressed. 

77  1  COMMENT:  The  EIS  does  not  address  the  environmental  impacts  of  an 

accidental  or  intentional  launch  of  a  missile.  Without  such  analysis, 
the  program  (Proposed  Action  and  alternatives)  will  provoke  legal 
action. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  76,  comment  1. 

78  1  COMMENT:  Does  the  Air  Force  have  a  hazardous  waste  management 

plan? 

RESPONSE:  Malmstrom  AFB  has  a  hazardous  waste  management  plan 
that  identifies  the  procedures  to  be  followed  for  the  collection, 
documentation,  and  disposal  of  hazardous  wastes.  Currently  hazardous 
wastes  generated  onbase  are  collected,  stored  onbase,  and  then 
transported  to  an  out-of-state,  EPA  permitted  disposal  facility  (FEIS 
Sections  3. 2. 3. 3  and  4.2. 2. 3). 

79  1  COMMENT:  Commentor  questions  the  need  and  urgency  of  deploying 

the  system. 

RESPONSE:  The  Congress  mandated  that  the  program  be  pursued  as  a 
matter  of  the  highest  national  security  priority  with  initial  operational 
capability  (IOC)  by  the  end  of  1992.  In  order  to  meet  this  IOC  date 
and  adhere  to  the  requirements  of  the  National  Environmental  Policy 
Act,  the  Air  Force  is  conducting  this  assessment  of  the  environmental 
impacts  for  Malmstrom  AFB  this  year  (1987). 

79  2  COMMENT:  Comment  in  opposition  to  Small  ICBM  system  for  reasons 

as  lack  of  confidence  the  system  will  work;  and  money  better  spent  on 
housing,  education,  medical  research,  and  cleaning  up  the  air  and 
water. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  3,  comment  1. 

80  1  COMMENT:  Doesn't  this  program  effectively  add  100  to  200  possible 

targets  concentrated  within  a  fairly  small  area? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  57,  comment  1. 

80  2  COMMENT:  What  happens  to  the  area  after  construction? 

RESPONSE:  The  proposed  Small  ICBM  program  at  Malmstrom  AFB  is 
expected  to  have  a  20-year  life  span.  The  construction  phase  will 
be  followed  by  a  substantial  operations  phase.  Therefore,  this  program 
is  not  expected  to  follow  a  "boom-bust'1  pattern.  This  issue  is  covered 
in  FEIS  Section  4. 1.2.2. 

81  1  COMMENT:  Comment  in  opposition  to  Small  ICBM  deployment  for 

reasons  such  as  more  dollars  being  spent  on  defense  when  foreclosures 
on  family  farms  continue  to  escalate,  cutbacks  in  education  and  funds 
being  restricted  or  no  longer  available  on  such  things  as  housing, 
nutrition,  medication,  and  therapy.  The  real  environment  affects 
everyone  in  the  U.S.,  not  just  Montana. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  3,  comment  1. 

82  1  COMMENT:  Comment  in  support  of  the  No  Action  Alternative. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 
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1  COMMENT:  Comment  in  opposition  to  Small  ICBM  deployment 
because  people  won’t  be  any  safer  than  now,  don't  need  any  more 
people  in  Montana,  and  possible  accidents  and  contamination. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

2  COMMENT:  What  is  to  become  of  the  Minuteman  system?  Where 
does  the  money  come  from  to  build  the  Small  ICBM  system? 

RESPONSE:  There  are  no  present  plans  to  decommission  the 

Minuteman  missile  or  change  the  method  of  operation.  The  Small 
ICBM  program  will  be  funded  by  the  Congress. 

1  COMMENT:  Comment  in  support  of  Small  ICBM  program  because  it 
will  enhance  Montana's  economy  and  help  deter  aggression. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

1  COMMENT:  Comment  in  opposition  to  the  Small  ICBM  system 
because  it  is  only  another  deterrent  in  a  series  of  prior  deterrents  that 
is  costly.  The  promised  boom  to  the  Great  Falls  economy  is  paltry 
compared  to  what  it  would  buy  to  enhance  life,  not  destroy  it. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  3,  comment  1. 

1  COMMENT:  Comment  in  opposition  to  Small  ICBM  for  moral  and 
spiritual  reasons. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

1  COMMENT:  Comment  in  opposition  to  Small  ICBM  deployment  for 
reasons  as  gates  left  open,  broken  cattle  guards,  damaged  county 
roads,  and  increased  crime. 

RESPONSE:  The  Air  Force  has  an  ongoing  program  to  supplement 
existing  base  procedures  to  educate  new  construction  and  operations 
personnel  on  local  sensitive  issues  and  concerns  of  property  owners  in 
an  effort  to  minimize  undesirable  consequences. 

1  COMMENT:  Comment  in  opposition  to  Small  ICBM  deployment  in 
Montana  or  any  other  state  because  the  U.S.  needs  to  decrease  nuclear 
weapons,  not  add  to  them. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

1  COMMENT:  Comment  in  support  of  Small  ICBM  deployment  at 
Malmstrom  AFB  because  we  need  to  update  the  missile  system  and 
continue  deterrence  to  maintain  peace. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

1  COMMENT:  Comment  in  support  of  Small  ICBM  deployment  at 
Malmstrom  AFB  because  of  the  positive  economic  factors  generated 
by  the  program  for  Montana. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

1  COMMENT:  Comment  objects  to  placement  of  200  Small  ICBMs  in 
Montana  because  the  missiles  are  in  violation  of  SALT  I  and  SALT  II 
treaties. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  7,  comment  2. 

2  COMMENT:  Recent  news  stories  have  described  the  failure  of  certain 
components  of  the  Peacekeeper  missile.  Would  the  Small  ICBM  use 
these  components?  Is  the  Air  Force  certain  that  the  Small  ICBM 
would  operate  properly? 
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RESPONSE:  Only  fully  verified  components  are  used  in  operational 
systems.  The  system  will  be  fully  tested  and  verified  before  it 
becomes  operational.  The  Air  Force  is  confident  that  the  Small  ICBM 
will  perform  as  designed. 

1  COMMENT:  Comment  in  opposition  to  Small  ICBM  deployment  in 
Montana  or  anywhere  on  this  planet  because  it  is  environmentally 
unsafe,  a  huge  threat  to  all  life  and  the  U.S.  should  stop  the  escalation 
of  nuclear  weapons. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  7,  comment  2. 

2  COMMENT:  The  EIS  does  not  address  the  threat  to  all  life  on  this 
planet. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  74,  comment  1. 

1  COMMENT:  The  people  of  Montana  previously  voted  against  any  more 
new  weapons.  Is  this  being  considered  by  the  state  and  federal 
governments? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  46,  comment  1. 

2  COMMENT:  It  appears  the  majority  of  the  public  hearing  testimony  is 
opposed  to  the  new  missile  system.  These  people  are  not  being  heard. 

RESPONSE:  Your  comments  have  been  provided  to  the  decision¬ 
makers  as  required  by  law. 

3  COMMENT:  War  has  never  solved  anything.  Hiroshima  and  Nagasaki 
are  two  very  vivid  reminders  that  not  even  nuclear  warfare  is  an 
effective  deterrent.  As  long  as  people  are  willing  to  bear  arms,  we  will 
have  war. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

1  COMMENT:  Comment  in  support  of  Small  ICBM  deployment  at 
Malmstrom  AFB  as  long  as  various  impacts  are  dealt  with 
appropriately  during  construction  and  operation  of  the  system. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

1  COMMENT:  Requests  the  Miles  City  District  Office  of  the  Bureau  of 
Land  Management  be  notified  when  affected  launch  facilities  are 
identified  so  that  further  analysis  can  be  accomplished. 

RESPONSE:  Will  notify. 

1  COMMENT:  Why  wasn’t  California  selected  for  Small  ICBM 

deployment? 

RESPONSE:  A  number  of  California  military  bases,  along  with  other 
bases  in  all  50  states,  were  evaluated  for  Small  ICBM  deployment  by 
the  Air  Force  during  recently  completed  siting  and  environmental 
investigations.  Results  of  these  two  exhaustive  studies  were  provided 
to  the  Congress  and  to  the  President.  On  the  basis  of  operational 
effectiveness,  cost,  mission  compatibility,  and  the  assessment  of 
environmental  impacts  presented  in  the  Small  ICBM  LEIS,  the 
President,  on  December  19,  1986,  announced  the  decision  to  deploy 
200  Small  ICBMs  in  Montana. 

2  COMMENT:  Concerned  that  four-lane  highways  will  be  built  in  remote 
areas  of  Montana  and  ruin  the  land,  creeks,  and  rivers. 
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RESPONSE:  There  are  no  plans  for  building  four-lane  highways  in  the 
remote  areas  of  Montana  as  part  of  the  Proposed  Action.  The  need  for 
road  improvements  is  being  studied  jointly  by  the  U.S.  Air  Force, 
Military  Traffic  Management  Command,  and  federal,  state,  and  local 
transportation  agencies.  These  damaging  mitigation  measures  are 
discussed  in  FEIS  Sections  4.3. 1.4,  4.3.6,  and  Appendix  D. 

3  COMMENT:  Will  deployment  of  the  Small  ICBM  affect  tourism  in 
Montana? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  67,  comment  2. 

4  COMMENT:  Concerned  about  possible  accidents  that  could  affect 
such  things  as  air  quality,  plant  life,  etc. 

RESPONSE:  This  issue  is  addressed  in  FEIS  Sections  5.3.2  and  5.4. 

1  COMMENT:  Concerned  about  the  aesthetics,  maintenance,  and  use  of 
existing  transportation  systems. 

RESPONSE:  The  Air  Force  is  coordinating  the  maintenance  and  use  of 
existing  transportation  system  with  the  Military  Traffic  Management 
Command,  Federal  Highway  Administration,  Montana  Department  of 
Highways,  and  local  agencies  through  the  Defense  Access  Roads  needs 
process.  As  a  result  of  the  decisions  made  through  this  process,  the 
Air  Force  will  conduct  or  assist  local  agencies  in  the  maintenance  of 
existing  transportation  systems. 

2  COMMENT:  Concerned  about  geology  and  soils  impacts  due  to  the 
proposed  program  changes  to  the  transportation  system. 

RESPONSE:  Descriptions  of  the  effects  of  the  Small  ICBM  program, 
resulting  from  modification  of  highways  and  bridges  and  construction 
at  launch  facilities  and  Malmstrom  AFB,  are  presented  in  FEIS 
Section  4.10.2.1,  with  soil  erosion  discussed  in  FEIS  Section  4.10.2.3. 

3  COMMENT:  Concerned  about  biological  impacts  due  to  the  proposed 
program  changes  to  the  transportation  system. 

RESPONSE:  Potential  impacts  on  biological  resources  resulting  from 
modification  of  highways  and  bridges,  as  well  as  program  operations 
are  discussed  in  the  FEIS  for  specific  impacts  occurring  within 
sensitive  areas,  (e.g.,  bridge  replacement  over  important  streams  or 
potential  disturbance  of  threatened  and  endangered  species  habitat). 
Additional  specific  potential  mitigation  measures  have  been  added  in 
FEIS  Appendix  D. 

4  COMMENT:  Concerned  about  noxious  weeds. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  54,  comment  1. 

5  COMMENT:  Concerned  about  the  disruption  of  local  quality  of  life 
due  to  proposed  changes  to  the  transportation  system. 

RESPONSE:  In  the  absence  of  appropriate  mitigation  measures,  the 
proposed  Small  ICBM  program  could  lead  to  increased  congestion  and 
delay  on  transportation  systems  in  the  affected  areas  which  could 
affect  the  quality  of  life  as  perceived  by  local  citizens.  This  issue  is 
discussed  in  detail  in  FEIS  Section  4.3.2. 1. 

6  COMMENT:  Will  deployment  of  the  Small  ICBM  affect  tourism  in 
Montana? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  67,  comment  2. 
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COMMENT:  Com  mentor  questions:  What  is  our  future?  Do  we  have 
control? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  7,  comment  2. 

COMMENT:  Questions  the  need  for  additional  new  weapons  systems  as 
the  Small  1CBM. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  7,  comment  2. 

COMMENT:  What  is  the  susceptibility  of  the  system  to 

electromagnetic  pulse? 

RESPONSE:  The  system  is  being  designed  to  minimize  its  suscepti¬ 
bility  to  electromagnetic  pulse. 

COMMENT:  Questions  the  economic  effectiveness  "benefit/cost 

analysis'*  of  adding  the  weapon  system. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  3,  comment  1. 

COMMENT:  What  is  the  life  span  of  this  program? 

RESPONSE:  Deployment  of  the  Small  ICBM  would  require 

approximately  6  years  of  construction  activities  in  the  deployment 
area,  followed  by  20  or  more  years  of  operations  (FEIS  Section  1.5.1). 

COMMENT:  What  is  the  system  susceptibility  to  terrorism? 

RESPONSE:  See  FEIS  Section  5.2.I.3. 

COMMENT:  How  would  the  HML  be  able  to  operate  in  Montana's 
normal  and  winter  blizzard  conditions? 

RESPONSE:  The  HML  was  designed  to  operate  under  extreme  weather 
conditions.  Winter  testing  was  carried  out  at  Malmstrom  AFB  last 
winter.  To  date,  all  tests  indicate  that  the  vehicle  will  meet  design 
goals.  Further  tests  will  be  conducted  during  the  winter  of  1988. 

COMMENT:  Statement  in  opposition  to  the  Small  ICBM  proposal. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

COMMENT:  The  function  of  the  Montana  Department  of  Family 
Services  (DFS),  that  is,  the  protection  of  children  and  adults  from 
abuse  and  neglect,  and  the  prevention  of  family  violence  should  be 
discussed  in  the  FEIS. 

RESPONSE:  The  DFS  discussion  has  been  included  in  FEIS 

Sections  3. 1.3. 5  and  4. 1.2.5. 

COMMENT:  Section  8.2.2  does  not  list  either  the  Department  of 
Social  and  Rehabilitation  Services  (SRS)  or  SRS*  Community  Services 
Division.  Also,  the  Department  of  Community  Affairs  should  be 
deleted. 

RESPONSE:  Corrections  have  been  made  to  FEIS  Section  9.2.2. 

COMMENT:  The  Cascade  County  Office  of  Human  Services  is 

discussed  in  the  body  of  the  document.  The  social  workers  from 
Cascade  County  Office  of  Human  Services  have  become  part  of  the 
DFS  staff. 

RESPONSE:  Noted.  FEIS  Sections  3.1. 3.5  and  4.1.2.5  have  been 
revised  in  response  to  this  comment. 
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4  COMMENT:  The  social  workers  from  Cascade  County  Office  of 
Human  Services  have  become  part  of  the  DFS  staff. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

5  COMMENT:  The  DEIS  makes  no  reference  to  the  protective  service 
functions  that  DFS  has. 

RESPONSE:  The  DFS  discussion  has  been  included  in  FEIS 

Sections  3. 1.3. 5  and  4. 1.2.5. 

6  COMMENT:  The  military  population  projected  by  the  year  2000  would 
add  some  additional  burdens  on  the  DFS  staff  and  budget  for  child 
protective  and  adult  protective  services. 

RESPONSE:  Noted.  FEIS  Section  4. 1.2.5  has  been  revised  to  include  a 
discussion  of  the  increased  demand  for  these  services. 

7  COMMENT:  The  FEIS  should  address  impacts  on  the  budget  of  the 
DFS  because  of  expansion  of  child  and  adult  protective  services. 

RESPONSE:  Potential  program-related  impacts  on  the  caseload  and 
staffing  of  the  Montana  Department  of  Family  Services  have  been 
discussed  in  FEIS  Section  4. 1.2.5.  An  analysis  of  the  department's 
budget  was  not  undertaken. 

8  COMMENT:  The  DEIS  implies  an  increase  to  family  violence,  but  does 
not  sufficiently  acknowledge  the  extent  of  the  impact. 

RESPONSE:  The  agency  for  family  violence,  the  Mercy  Home,  is 
discussed  in  FEIS  Sections  3. 1.3.5  and  4. 1.2. 5. 

9  COMMENT:  The  DEIS  suggests  that  the  Community  Help  Line  would 
require  additional  volunteers  to  staff,  but  does  not  project  staffing 
needs  for  the  Mercy  Home. 

RESPONSE:  The  staffing  of  the  Mercy  Home  is  noted  in  FEIS 

Section  4.1. 2. 5. 

10  COMMENT:  The  FEIS  should  address  the  possible  extent  of  impact  on 
the  need  for  protective  services  for  children  and  for  emergency 
assistance  for  victims  of  domestic  violence  at  the  Mercy  Home  and 
related  agencies. 

RESPONSE:  The  impact  on  the  need  for  protective  services  for 
children  was  added  and  increased  service  demand  is  projected  for  the 
Mercy  Home  in  FEIS  Section  4. 1.2.5. 

11  COMMENT:  The  summary  statement  on  impacts  to  public  services 
does  not  include  reference  to  the  human  services,  only  to  the 
conditions  of  the  Cascade  County  jail. 

RESPONSE:  The  summary  evaluation  of  impacts  for  public  services  in 
the  FEIS  has  been  amended  to  note  the  increase  for  service  demand 
provided  by  human  service  agencies  (FEIS  Section  4. 1.2.5). 

12  COMMENT:  The  FEIS  should  project  the  incidence  of  child  abuse  and 
neglect,  anticipated  staffing  requirements,  and  budget  increases. 

RESPONSE:  The  Socioeconomics  EPTR  presents  projected  increases  in 
the  number  of  cases  of  child  abuse  and  the  increased  staff  needed  to 
meet  this  demand. 

13  COMMENT:  Child  abuse  and  neglect  must  be  addressed  in  the  FEIS  for 
the  following  reasons:  The  American  Association  for  the  Protection  of 
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Children  indicates  that  14  percent  of  all  children  are  abused  in  some 
way  and  the  DEIS  states  that  about  16  percent  of  the  Emigrating 
population  will  be  children;  because  of  some  special  structures  and 
functions  of  the  military  which  contribute  to  stress  in  service  members 
and  their  families,  the  incidence  of  child  abuse  and  neglect  in  military 
communities  needs  to  be  given  special  attention;  apart  from  any 
factors  related  to  the  proposed  Small  ICBM  program,  the  number  of 
child  abuse  and  neglect  referrals  to  Cascade  County  DFS  social 
workers  increased  by  7.3  percent  from  FY85  to  FY86,  the  number  of 
children  involved  in  child  abuse  and  neglect  investigations  increased  by 
8.6  percent  in  that  same  period,  and  the  number  of  substantiated  abuse 
and  neglect  incidents  increased  by  12.7  percent;  and  in  light  of  these 
three  factors,  the  proposed  population  influx's  potential  effect  on  the 
problem  of  child  abuse  and  neglect  needs  to  be  directly  addressed  in 
the  FEIS. 

RESPONSE:  No.  The  Socioeconomics  EPTR  includes  a  projection 
of  child  abuse  complaints  for  both  baseline  and  impact  cases. 

14  COMMENT:  What  are  the  projected  increases  for  demands  for  social 
services,  economic  assistance  and  job-securing  assistance  for  the 
unsuccessful  job  seekers? 

RESPONSE:  The  FEIS  notes  the  human  service  agencies  likely 

affected  by  the  unsuccessful  job  seekers  and  the  staffing  projections 
are  made  accordingly  in  FEIS  Section  4. 1.2. 5. 

15  COMMENT:  What  additional  social  service  burdens  can  be  anticipated 
if  the  Small  ICBM  program  begins  but  is  then  terminated  prior  to 
completion? 

RESPONSE:  An  evaluation  study  of  such  an  impact  would  be 

conducted  at  the  appropriate  time. 

16  COMMENT:  The  FEIS  needs  to  address  the  issue  of  potential  increase 
of  emotionally  disturbed  children  as  as  result  of  the  proposed  program. 

RESPONSE:  The  number  of  full-time  special  education  students  are 
projected  in  FEIS  Section  4.1. 2. 4.  This  includes  the  severely 
emotionally  disturbed  students. 

17  COMMENT:  Provide  additional  information  on  employment  including 
type,  duration,  and  wage  levels  of  expected  jobs. 

RESPONSE:  Table  4. 1.2-2  (Section  4.1.2)  presenting  construction 
employment  needs  by  job  type  has  been  added  to  the  FEIS.  Additional 
information  is  available  in  the  Socioeconomics  EPTR. 

18  COMMENT:  Could  the  Air  Force  utilize  available  local  contractors 
for  the  Small  ICBM  program? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  37,  comment  2. 

19  COMMENT:  Identify  geographic  area  from  which  jobs  are  considered 
to  be  "local." 

RESPONSE:  FEIS  Section  4.1.2. 1  has  been  amended. 

20  COMMENT:  Identify  assumptions  and  analysis  used  to  predict  job 
capture  rates  for  local  and  nonlocal  hires. 

RESPONSE:  This  information  has  been  provided  to  the  com  mentor  and 
is  available  in  the  Socioeconomics  EPTR. 
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21  COMMENT:  Identify  which  types  of  jobs  will  be  filled  by  local  and 
nonlocal  workers. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  98,  comment  20. 

22  COMMENT:  Provide  information  on  previous  Air  Force  experience 
with  other  large  construction  projects  with  areas  socioeconomically 
similar  to  north-central  Montana. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  98,  comment  20. 

23  COMMENT:  Explain  basis  for  predicting  larger  local  economic  effects 
during  construction  phase  vis  a  vis  the  operations  phase. 

RESPONSE:  FEIS  Section  4. 1.2.1  has  been  amended. 

24  COMMENT:  Describe  methods  used  to  project  employment  and 
population  effects. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  98,  comment  20. 

25  COMMENT:  Identify  assumptions  used  to  predict  secondary  economic 
effects  during  construction  phase  and  how  they  differ  during 
operations  phase. 

RESPONSE:  FEIS  Section  4. 1.2.1  has  been  amended. 

26  COMMENT:  Provide  additional  information  on  the  results  of  modeling 
projections. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  98,  comment  20. 

27  COMMENT:  Describe  the  difference  between  long-term  derivative 
effects  of  military  and  non-military  jobs. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  98,  comment  20. 

28  COMMENT:  Identify  differences  between  income  and  expenditure 
patterns  of  military  personnel  and  civilians. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  98,  comment  20. 

29  COMMENT:  Provide  additional  details  on  models  and  assumptions  used 
to  project  primary  and  secondary  employment  and  income  effects. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  98,  comment  20. 

30  COMMENT:  Explain  low  rate  of  inmigration  into  impact  area. 
RESPONSE:  FEIS  Section  4.1. 2. 2  has  been  amended. 

31  COMMENT:  Identify  assumptions  regarding  excess  capacity  in 
employment  and  service  delivery  capabilities  among  secondary 
economic  activities  in  the  impact  area. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  98,  comment  20. 

32  COMMENT:  Explain  assumptions  regarding  labor  force  participation 
rates  and  job  capture  rates  for  relatives  of  Air  Force  personnel. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  98,  comment  20. 

33  COMMENT:  Expand  on  the  general  discussion  of  income  effects  on  the 
Proposed  Action. 

RESPONSE:  FEIS  Section  4.1.2. 1  has  been  amended. 
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34  COMMENT:  Differentiate  between  direct  and  secondary  wage  and 
salary  earnings,  and  also  explain  how  proprietor's  income  and  various 
nonlabor  income  would  be  affected  by  the  program. 

RESPONSE:  Wage  and  salary  payments  have  been  clarified  in  FEIS 
Section  4. 1.2.1.  Other  income  effects  are  covered  in  the 
Socioeconomics  EPTR. 

35  COMMENT:  Provide  comparisons  of  baseline  conditions  and  income 
characteristics  during  key  phases  of  system  development  and  system 
operation. 

RESPONSE:  FEIS  Section  4. 1.2.1  has  been  amended. 

36  COMMENT:  Identify  the  program's  per  capita  income  effects  in  the 
impact  area. 

RESPONSE:  FEIS  Section  4. 1.2.1  has  been  amended. 

37  COMMENT:  Discuss  the  potential  for  inflationary  effects  brought  on 
by  a  reduction  in  the  availability  of  goods  and  services  during  project 
development,  identify  potential  mitigation  measures  to  be  used  if 
population  subgroups  are  adversely  affected,  and  discuss  how  inflation 
may  affect  persons  of  different  age  groups,  income  levels,  or  other 
living  conditions. 

RESPONSE:  No  significant  inflationary  effects  are  expected  in  the 
Great  Falls  area  (FEIS  Section  4. 1.2.1).  However,  some  temporary 
displacement  of  other  construction  would  probably  occur  as  resources 
are  drawn  to  the  proposed  program.  Potential  shortages  of  low-  and 
moderate-income  housing  will  be  prevented  through  the  provision  of 
military  family  housing  to  Air  Force  personnel  unable  to  obtain  housing 
in  the  local  markets. 

38  COMMENT:  What  are  estimating  equations  and  other  details  of  the 
approach  used  to  estimate  input-output  models  for  the  nine-county 
area  and  the  state  of  Montana? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  98,  comment  20. 

39  COMMENT:  What  sectors  were  used  in  the  I/O  model? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  98,  comment  20. 

40  COMMENT:  What  are  the  values  of  the  entries  in  the  transactions 
direct  requirements,  and  total  requirements  matrices  of  the  I/O 
model? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  98,  comment  20. 

41  COMMENT:  What  are  the  baseline  employment  projections  by  detailed 
sectors  for  the  I/O  model? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  98,  comment  20. 

42  COMMENT:  What  is  the  justification  of  using  a  secondary  employment 
multiplier  of  only  0.4  for  the  years  1994  and  beyond. 

RESPONSE:  Clarified  in  FEIS  Section  4.I.2.I. 

43  COMMENT:  What  is  the  basis  for  assuming  that  50  percent  of  military 
wives  will  seek  employment  in  secondary  industries. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  98,  comment  20. 
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44  COMMENT:  What  is  the  basis  for  assuming  that  nearly  all  civilian  jobs 
will  be  filled  by  local  people?  Is  local  defined  as  north-centred  Montana 
or  statewide? 

RESPONSE:  Clarified  in  FEIS  Section  4.1.2. 1. 

45  COMMENT:  Provide  additional  information  on  comparisons  of 
demographic  differences  including  more  details  on  age  cohort 
distribution,  race,  sex,  educational  background,  etc. 

RESPONSE:  FEIS  Section  4. 1.2.2  has  been  amended. 

46  COMMENT:  Discuss  how  overall  demographics  will  change  in  the 
impact  area. 

RESPONSE:  FEIS  Section  4.1. 2. 2  has  been  amended. 

47  COMMENT:  Discuss  in  detail  how  demographics  may  affect  lifestyles, 
social  structures,  and  community  values. 

RESPONSE:  The  program  is  not  expected  to  significantly  affect  local 
lifestyles,  social  structures,  or  community  values.  The  influx  of 
approximately  7,580  military  persons  and  their  dependents  would 
represent  about  10  percent  of  the  population  in  the  Great  Falls  area. 
While  these  people  would  differ,  in  their  demographic  characteristics, 
from  the  non-military  families  currently  residing  in  the  Great  Falls 
area  (they  are  typically  younger,  more  mobile,  and  of  different 
geographic  origin  than  Great  Falls  residents),  the  Air  Force  conducts 
community  in-briefings  to  all  new  base  personnel  which  provide 
information  to  help  in  their  assimilation  into  the  community.  The  Air 
Force  will  also  implement  a  socioeconomic  monitoring  program  to 
monitor  this  process. 

48  COMMENT:  Identify  how  well  new  military  personnel  will  be 
assimilated  into  the  local  community  and  identify  which  population 
subgroups  are  most  capable  of  coping  with  social  impacts  of  the 
program. 

RESPONSE:  The  Air  Force  provides  information  and  assistance  to 
arriving  military  personnel  and  their  families  to  help  them  get 
acquainted  with  and  settled  in  their  new  community.  At  Malmstrom 
AFB,  this  process  has  been  very  effective  in  maintaining  a  good 
relationship  between  the  base  and  the  community.  Since  the  Small 
ICBM  program  will  not  cause  any  significant  changes  in  the  Great  Falls 
population,  potential  impacts  on  subgroups  cannot  be  meaningfully 
projected. 

49  COMMENT:  The  Montana  Department  of  Institutions  operates  the 
Montana  Center  for  the  Aged  in  Lewistown.  How  might  employee 
turnover  (switching  to  higher  paying  construction  jobs)  affect  them? 

RESPONSE:  FEIS  Section  4. 1.2.1  has  been  amended. 

50  COMMENT:  No  assumed  mitigation  measures  are  stated  for  the 
socioeconomics  section. 

RESPONSE:  FEIS  Section  4. 1.1.4  has  been  amended. 

51  COMMENT:  FEIS  should  clearly  state  the  Air  Force  housing  plan. 
RESPONSE:  FEIS  Section  4. 1.2.3  has  been  amended. 
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52  COMMENT:  What  specific  locally  provided  social,  public  health,  and 
educational  services  will  be  directly/indirectly  affected?  What 
services  are  provided  to  military  personnel  onbase? 

RESPONSE:  FEIS  Sections  3. 1.3.5  and  4. 1.2.5  have  been  amended. 

53  COMMENT:  What  funding  sources  are  available  to  support  the  Great 
Falls  City-County  Health  Department  and  the  Golden  Triangle  Mental 
Health  Center  and  how  do  they  differ  with  funds  to  support  other 
public  services? 

RESPONSE:  FEIS  Section  4. 1.2.5  has  been  amended. 

54  COMMENT:  Discuss  the  degree  to  which  the  Aid  to  Families  with 
Dependent  Children  and  other  public  welfare  programs  will  be  affected 
by  underemployed  or  unemployed  inmigrants. 

RESPONSE:  FEIS  Section  4. 1.2. 5  has  been  amended. 

55  COMMENT:  Discuss  possible  funding  sources  for  some  private  service 
agencies  whose  workloads  may  increase  due  to  the  program. 

RESPONSE:  FEIS  Section  4.1. 2. 5  has  been  amended. 

56  COMMENT:  Information  on  state  government  finance  in  DEIS  is  out  of 
date.  New  tax  measures  need  to  be  included. 

RESPONSE:  FEIS  Section  3. 1.3.6  has  been  amended  to  include  the 
latest  finance  data  and  discussion  of  new  tax  measures. 

57  COMMENT:  The  proposed  program  will  compete  for  funding  with 
other  federal  programs.  How  will  this  potentially  affect  these 
programs? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  3,  comment  1. 

58  COMMENT:  Provide  details  on  models  and  their  assumptions  used  to 
predict  revenue  and  expenditures  for  local  governments  and  schools. 
What  are  implications  of  the  program  on  mill  levies,  per  capita  tax 
bases  and  payments  by  non-military  residents  of  Montana. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  98,  comment  20. 

59  COMMENT:  State  government  funds  a  portion  of  local  court,  social, 
and  public  health  expenditures.  How  would  these  outlays  be  influenced 
by  population  growth,  and  would  project-induced  tax  revenues  be 
sufficient  to  offset  possible  increases  in  expenditures?  How  will  this 
affect  funding  to  the  university? 

RESPONSE:  While  it  is  expected  that  outlays  for  local  court,  social, 
and  public  health  expenditures  would  increase  in  proportion  to 
population  growth,  the  program  is  also  expected  to  generate  additional 
revenue  in  the  form  of  personal  income  taxes,  property  taxes,  license 
and  motor  vehicle  fees,  as  examples.  However,  an  analysis  of  program 
impacts  on  the  individual  agencies  within  state  government  is  not 
within  the  scope  of  the  EIS. 

60  COMMENT:  The  description  of  the  status  of  the  Montana  Power  share 
of  Colstrip  4  is  not  adequate  and  should  be  supplemented  with  the 
additional  data  that  are  provided. 

RESPONSE:  The  additional  data  have  been  incorporated  into  the 
description  and  can  be  found  in  FEIS  Section  3. 2. 3. 4. 
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61  COMMENT:  The  concept  of  reserve  margin  is  not  appropriately 
applied  in  the  last  paragraph  on  DEIS  page  3-52. 

RESPONSE:  FEIS  Section  3. 2. 3. 4  has  been  amended. 

62  COMMENT:  The  growth  rates  and  projected  loads  presented  in  the 
first  two  paragraphs  on  DEIS  page  3-53  are  confusing  and  do  not 
appear  to  be  consistent. 

RESPONSE:  FEIS  Section  3. 2. 3. 4  has  been  revised  incorporating 

existing  sales  with  projected  demands  to  provide  a  more  coherent 
discussion  of  the  cooperative's  future  growth. 

63  COMMENT:  In  Table  3. 2. 3-6  on  page  3-55  of  the  DEIS,  "Demand 
Charge/kWh"  should  read  "Demand  Charge/kW." 

RESPONSE:  Table  3. 2.3-6  of  the  DEIS  should  have  read  "kW". 

64  COMMENT:  A  more  recent  rate  schedule  should  be  used  for  Montana 
Power  Company  in  Table  3. 2. 3-6  on  page  3-55  of  the  DEIS. 

RESPONSE:  The  reference  on  page  3-55  of  the  DEIS  should  have  read 
"1986"  instead  of  "1981"  for  Montana  Power  Company. 

65  COMMENT:  Table  4. 2. 2-1  should  reflect  the  fact  that  MPC  currently 
projects  a  1986  peak  load  (base  case  forecast)  to  be  1,567  MW. 

RESPONSE:  The  peak-load  figure  has  been  updated  to  1,567  MW. 

66  COMMENT:  The  text  on  pages  4-101  and  4-102  concerning  the 
impacts  on  the  rural  electric  cooperatives  should  be  revised  to  indicate 
the  effect  of  increased  power  purchases  to  service  the  launch  facilities 
on  all  customers  if  the  U.S.  Air  Force  does  not  pay  for  the  full  cost  of 
acquiring  the  power. 

RESPONSE:  In  an  effort  to  cooperate  with  the  rural  electric  coopera¬ 
tives,  the  U.S.  Air  Force  has  initiated  a  series  of  meetings  with  repre¬ 
sentatives  of  each  of  the  power  suppliers.  The  representatives  have 
been  asked,  at  this  early  date,  to  identify  their  construction  and  power 
costs  for  supplying  the  additional  power  to  the  launch  facilities.  The 
U.S.  Air  Force  will  arrive  at  an  equitable  solution  that  meets  the  needs 
of  all  parties. 

67  COMMENT:  The  U.S.  Air  Force  will  be  required  to  obtain  a  nonfee 
permit  from  the  Department  of  Highways  Gross  Vehicle  Weight 
Division  to  cover  the  movement  of  the  oversize,  overweight  HMLs. 

RESPONSE:  The  Air  Force  will  continue  its  present  practice  of 
obtaining  nonfee  permits  to  cover  the  movements  of  all  oversize, 
overweight  vehicles. 

68  COMMENT:  Potential  mitigations  should  include  accelerated  federal 
funding  for  parts  of  Great  Falls  transportation  plans  that  could  help 
offset  program-related  impacts,  including  construction  of  the  south 
arterial  bypass  from  Gore  Hill  to  57th  Street  in  Great  Falls. 

RESPONSE:  The  Defense  Access  Roads  (DAR)  needs  process,  which  is 
coordinating  with  the  Military  Traffic  Management  Command,  Federal 
Highway  Administration,  Montana  Department  of  Highways,  and  local 
agencies,  will  determine  needed  road  and  bridge  improvements. 
Funding  for  these  identified  improvements  will  be  made  available 
through  the  DAR  needs  process. 
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COMMENT:  EIS  does  not  reference  satellite  maintenance  sites  - 
economic  and  safety  basis  for  consideration. 

RESPONSES  See  response  to  document  45,  comment  1. 

98  70  COMMENT:  The  following  state  permits  and/or  regulations  related  to 

water  quality  must  be  secured:  Stream  Protection  ”124, "  Natural 
Streambed  and  Land  Preservation  "3 10,"  Water  Pollution  Control 
"404,"  and  Short-term  Exemption  Authorization  "3A.” 

RESPONSE:  Generally,  activities  undertaken  by  the  federal 

government  are  not  subject  to  state  regulation  or  control  unless  the 
Congress  specifically  invites  that  regulation  and  control.  However, 
the  Air  Force  will  cooperate  with  the  appropriate  agencies  to  meet 
their  requirements  to  the  extent  possible. 

98  71  COMMENT:  Montana  Pollutant  Discharge  Elimination  System  permits 

will  be  required  for  any  construction  dewatering  discharges  that  reach 
state  surface  water.  This  is  administered  by  the  Department  of  Health 
and  Environmental  Sciences,  Water  Quality  Bureau. 

RESPONSE:  The  Air  Force  will  apply  for  MPDES/NPDES  permits  in 
accordance  with  the  Congressional  authorization  contained  in 
Section  313  of  the  Federal  Water  Pollution  Control  Act,  where 
applicable. 

98  72  COMMENT:  The  DEIS  is  unclear  in  the  statement  found  on  page  2-19 

that  the  4,900  acre-ft  of  water  required  during  construction  will  be 
met  by  town  and  city  supplies  in  the  area.  In  that  construction  sites 
will  presumably  be  remote  from  these  towns  and  cities,  will  this  water 
be  hauled  to  the  construction  sites?  If  water  is  to  be  obtained  onsite, 
state  water  permitting  authorizations  will  apply. 

RESPONSE:  Revisions  to  FEIS  Sections  2.9.1  and  4.9.2. 1  were  made  to 
clarify  water  resource-related  impacts  in  the  rural  parts  of  the 
deployment  area. 

98  73  COMMENT:  The  text  on  page  3-48  of  the  DEIS  should  be  corrected  to 

indicate  that  hazardous  wastes  can  be  stored  for  greater  than  90  days 
at  Malmstrom  AFB.  The  base  holds  a  hazardous  waste  storage  permit 
from  the  Montana  Department  of  Health  and  Environmental  Sciences, 
and  is  not  limited  to  90  days  of  storage  time. 

RESPONSE:  The  text  has  been  corrected  in  FEIS  Section  3.2.3. 3. 

98  74  COMMENT:  The  cleanup  activities  section  should  include  a  more 

complete  discussion  of  handling  and  final  disposition  of  cleanup 
materials. 

RESPONSE:  A  recovery  plan  to  cover  mishap  response,  decontamina¬ 
tion,  and  cleanup  has  been  developed  and  is  in  use  for  the  existing 
Minuteman  mission  at  Malmstrom  AFB  and  the  deployment  area.  This 
existing  recovery  plan  will  be  updated  to  include  the  Small  ICBM.  The 
cleanup  of  a  solid  propellant,  hydrazine  or  nuclear  material  will  be 
conducted  in  accordance  with  appropriate  EPA  and  state  regulations 
(FEIS  Section  5.2. 1.1). 

98  75  COMMENT:  The  FEIS  should  include  the  identification  and 

commitment  to  U.S.  Air  Force  implementation  of  appropriate 
measures  for  weed  control  on  disturbed  areas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  54,  comment  1. 
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76  COMMENT:  Mitigation  measures  and  soil  conservation  strategies 
should  be  implemented  to  reduce  soil  erosion  and  runoff  from  disturbed 
sites. 

RESPONSE:  Noted.  (FEIS  Appendix  D  for  details.) 

77  COMMENT:  Based  on  the  safety  analysis  in  the  DEIS,  an  explosive 
safety  zone  of  1,250  feet  appears  adequate  to  protect  people  living  or 
working  near  launch  facilities.  However,  selecting  isolated 
deployment  sites  would  provide  greater  safety. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

78  COMMENT:  Launch  facilities  near  riparian  areas  should  also  be 
avoided  to  reduce  sedimentation  during  construction  and  minimize 
possible  contamination  of  water  if  an  accident  or  spill  occurs. 

RESPONSE:  Disturbance  to  riparian  areas  will  be  reduced  to  the 
extent  possible  through  the  use  of  standard  mitigation  techniques  and 
avoidance  on  a  local  basis.  Disturbed  habitat  will  be  restored  after 
construction  through  grading,  soil  stabilization,  and  revegetation. 
These  measures  are  discussed  in  FEIS  Sections  4.8. 1.4  and  4.8.6. 

79  COMMENT:  The  FEIS  should  include  a  commitment  to  mitigating 
measures  necessary  to  minimize  construction  disturbance  on 
productive  agricultural  land.  Selection  of  appropriate  measures  should 
involve  local  county  planners,  the  Agricultural  Stabilization  and 
Conservation  Service,  and  should  be  based  on  existing  soil  and  land  use 
classifications. 

RESPONSE:  This  mitigation  measure  has  been  included  in  FEIS 

Section  4.4. 1.4  and  Appendix  D. 

80  COMMENT:  The  assumption  that  rangeland  or  dryland  crops  are 
nonproductive  should  be  revised.  Although  total  production  may  be 
low  for  dryland  crops,  net  production  may  exceed  that  of  irrigated 
land. 

RESPONSE:  The  DEIS  does  not  make  the  assumption  that  rangeland 
and  dry-farmed  cropland  are  nonproductive.  The  LOI  for  rural  land  use 
presented  in  FEIS  Section  4.4.1. 2  has  ranked  the  various  types  of 
agricultural  land  use  with  irrigated  cropland  and  forest  ranked  above 
dry-farmed  cropland.  Rangeland  is  ranked  lower  than  dry-farmed 
cropland.  This  ranking  is  not  to  be  interpreted  that  dry-farmed 
cropland  and  rangeland  are  not  productive. 

81  COMMENT:  The  DEIS  is  unclear  regarding  impacts  on  the  93  occupied 
residences  located  in  close  proximity.  What  is  the  possible  impact  on 
any  recreation  areas  that  are  near  proposed  HML  shelters. 

RESPONSE:  The  extent  of  visual  impact  on  these  residences  would 
depend  upon  intervening  topography  for  individual  cases.  As  indicated 
in  FEIS  Section  4.6.3,  the  pre-engineered  buildings  are  generally  more 
con  pfitible  with  the  deployment  area  visual  environment  than  the 
cai'"  covered  igloos.  There  are  no  known  developed  recreation  areas 
carpygrounds  within  0.5  mile  of  any  launch  facility. 

82  COMMENT:  Are  the  earth-covered  igloos  to  be  revegetated?  If  so, 
how  long  would  it  take  to  reestablish  vegetation  and  what  plant  species 
would  be  used? 
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RESPONSE:  There  are  no  plans  to  vegetate  the  earth-covered  igloos 
or  any  other  area  within  the  launch  facility  fencelines  for  security 
reasons.  This  is  presently  the  case  with  Minuteman  launch  facilities. 

COMMENT:  Are  psychological  and  fear  aspects  of  nuclear  war 

generated  as  a  result  of  Small  ICBM  activities  in  the  deployment  area 
discussed? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  59,  comment  1. 

COMMENT:  Page  S-21:  The  DEIS  states  that  "several  small  wetlands 
onbase  may  be  eliminated,  but  these  wetlands  are  not  important 
habitats."  All  wetlands  are  important  to  nongame  species.  The  FEIS 
should  define  "important"  habitat. 

RESPONSE:  This  has  been  modified  to  read  "...Several  small  wetlands 
onbase  may  be  eliminated,  but  these  areas  do  not  support  major  local 
populations  of  wetland  species..."  As  described  in  more  detail  in  FEIS 
Sections  3.8. 3. 3  and  4.8. 2. 3,  these  wetlands  are  of  minor  value  to 
wildlife  on  a  local  basis.  Their  loss  is  not  expected  to  substantially 
alter  local  wildlife  populations.  Mitigations  for  the  loss  of  these 
wetlands  are  discussed  in  FEIS  Sections  4.8.1. 4,  4.8.6,  and  Appendix  D. 

COMMENT:  Page  3-126,  Section  3.8  indicates  that  deployment  "may 
affect"  listed  species.  Therefore,  Section  7  consultation  is  required. 

RESPONSE:  Section  7  consultation  was  initiated  by  the  Air  Force  in 
February  1987  (FEIS  Section  4.8. 2. 5). 

COMMENT:  Page  3-135:  The  last  two  paragraphs  make  no  distinction 
between  various  zoological  taxa  and  legal  classification. 

RESPONSE:  Zoological  taxa  and  legal  classification  were  taken  into 
account  during  analysis. 

COMMENT:  Page  3-141:  The  ornate  box  turtle  does  not  occur  in 
Montana.  The  sagebrush  lizard  and  prairie  lizard  are  not  common  in 
the  area.  The  sagebrush  lizard  may  be  found  in  limited  numbers  in  the 
southeastern  portion  of  the  study  area.  Horned  toads  are  fairly 
common,  while  the  prairie  lizard  does  not  occur  in  Montana. 

RESPONSE:  Changes  have  been  noted  for  analysis  in  FEIS 

Section  4.8.2.2. 

COMMENT:  Pages  3-149  and  151:  Habitat  description  for  Preble's 
shrew  is  reversed.  The  species  occurs  in  dry  habitats  with  moderate  to 
medium-heavy  shrub  canopy.  Density  is  low,  distribution  is  wide. 

RESPONSE:  Biological  Abstracts,  provided  by  the  Montana  National 
Heritage  Program  indicate  that  the  Preble's  shrew  occurs  in  marshes 
and  along  streams.  A  Guide  to  Montana  Mammals  (1968)  states  that 
Preble's  shrew  is  found  in  dry,  sagebrush  habitats.  Further  analysis  of 
other  data  sources  indicates  dry,  sagebrush  areas  are  the  shrew's 
primary  habitat.  These  changes  have  been  incorporated  in  the  analysis 
and  are  reflected  in  FEIS  Section  3. 8.3. 5. 

COMMENT:  Page  4-199:  Threatened  and  Endangered  Species  section 
indicates  field  surveys  would  be  conducted  during  spring  and  summer 
1987  for  the  bald  eagle  and  grizzly  bear.  The  Montana  Department  of 
Fish,  Wildlife  and  Parks  has  received  no  information  on  plans,  methods 
or  results  of  these  surveys. 


RESPONSE:  General  surveys  were  conducted  in  April  1987  at  11 
launch  facilities  that  were  believed  to  occur  in  or  near  threatened  and 
endangered  species  habitats.  Habitats  surrounding  these  launch 
facilities  were  surveyed  out  to  1,000  feet.  See  FEIS  Section  4.8. 2. 5  for 
survey  results.  The  Air  Force  is  currently  working  with  the  USFWS 
and  Montana  Department  of  Fish,  Wildlife  and  Parks  in  developing 
specific  guidelines  that  will  eliminate  or  substantially  minimize  any 
potential  impacts  on  protected  species. 

98  90  COMMENT:  Page  4-203:  The  bottom  of  the  page  lists  an  assumed 

mitigation  as  ''removal  of  trees  and  raptor  nests/roosts  would  be 
minimized."  How  does  this  relate  to  the  Migratory  Bird  Treaty  Act, 
the  Bald  and  Golden  Eagle  Protection  Act,  the  Endangered  Species 
Act,  and  protective  sections  of  state  law? 

RESPONSE:  The  Migratory  Bird  Treaty  Act,  the  Bald  and  Golden 
Eagle  Protection  Act,  and  the  Endangered  Species  Act  deal  with  the 
removal  of  trees  which  are  utilized  by  raptor  species  for  nesting  and 
roosting  activities.  FEIS  Section  4.8. 1.4  has  been  modified  to  indicate 
that  impacts  on  protected  species  will  not  occur  or  mitigations  will  be 
implemented. 

98  91  COMMENT:  Page  4-204:  First  item  is  not  in  concert  with  interagency 

recommendations  for  protection  and  management  of  bald  eagles.  The 
DEIS  should  reference  the  guidelines  and  call  for  development  of  site- 
specific  management  plans  on  nesting  territories  within  the  zone  of 
influence. 

RESPONSE:  FEIS  Section  4.8. 1.4  (Assumptions  and  Assumed 

Mitigations)  has  been  modified  to  more  clearly  reflect  compliance  with 
management  guidelines  given  in  the  Montana  Bald  Eagle  Management 
Plan  (1986)  and  the  Interagency  Rocky  Mountain  Front  Wildlife 
Monitoring/Evaluation  Program  (1984).  Coordination  with  the  USFWS 
and  the  MDFWP  will  continue. 

98  92  COMMENT:  A  new  active  bald  eagle  nest  has  been  located  in  the 

employment  area.  Location  and  status  was  confirmed  by  the  MDFWP 
and  is  in  very  close  proximity  to  launch  facility  1-7,  which  is  missing 
from  Table  4. 8. 2-4.  An  exact  location  is  available  from  the  MDFWP. 
The  appropriate  mitigation  measure  is  development  of  and  adherence 
to  a  site-specific  management  plan  for  the  Cascade  territory. 

RESPONSE:  The  Air  Force  has  entered  into  consultation  with  the  U.S. 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  and  other  interested  agencies  to  develop 
guidelines  that  will  eliminate  or  significantly  reduce  any  potential 
impacts  on  the  bald  eagle  nest  located  1.5  to  2  miles  south  of  launch 
facility  1-7  and  1.5  to  2  miles  south  of  a  bridge  on  1-15.  The  USFWS  is 
coordinating  with  the  MDFWP  on  this  issue  and  has  indicated  that 
construction  activities  at  1-7  or  the  bridge  should  not  have  any  adverse 
impacts  on  nesting  activities.  Data  regarding  this  new  active  bald 
eagle  nest  have  been  incorporated  into  FEIS  Section  4. 8.2. 5  and 
Table  4.8.2-4. 

98  93  COMMENT:  Page  C-3:  Section  7  consultation  has  been  completed. 

The  second  paragraph  calls  for  development  of  site-specific  plans  on 
certain  bald  eagle  nest  territories  to  assist  recovery  of  the  species. 
The  MDFWP  intends  to  participate  with  the  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service  to  accomplish  these  plans  and  encourage  participation  by  the 
Air  Force. 
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RESPONSE:  The  Air  Force  is  continuing  to  work  with  the  U.S.  Fish 
and  Wildlife  Service  and  Montana  Department  of  Fish,  Wildlife  and 
Parks  in  developing  site-specific  guidelines  for  launch  facility  1-7  and  a 
bridge  that  are  located  1.5  to  2  miles  north  of  a  newly  discovered  bald 
eagle  nest.  Coordination  with  MDFWP  has  been  started  by  the  U.S. 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service.  Their  continued  interaction  is  encouraged. 

94  COMMENT:  The  rationale  for  determining  level  of  impact  for  regional 
recreation  is  questioned.  Adding  additional  use  to  existing  peak 
conditions  further  compounds  problems  at  popular  recreation  areas. 
Recreationists,  who  are  turned  away  when  an  area  becomes  crowded, 
incur  more  than  a  slight  decline  in  the  recreational  experience. 

RESPONSE:  The  level  of  impact  criteria  for  regional  recreation  has 
been  adjusted  to  reflect  this  concern  (FEIS  Section  4.5. 1.2). 

95  COMMENT:  The  DEIS  identifies  low,  not  significant  impacts  on  Giant 
Springs  State  Park.  Giant  Springs  now  has  portions  of  the  season  when 
its  parking  lots  and  picnic  facilities  are  filled  to  capacity.  A  large 
percentage  of  the  current  use  of  the  park  is  attributable  to  personnel 
from  Malmstrom  AFB,  which  is  located  only  1  mile  from  the  park. 
Additional  use  by  an  increased  population  has  the  potential  to  affect 
this  park. 

RESPONSE:  As  a  result  of  additional  analysis,  the  level  of  impact 
rating  for  Giant  Springs  State  Park  has  been  changed  to  moderate  to 
reflect  increased  use  that  would  occur  not  only  during  peak-use 
periods,  but  also  during  some  nonpeak-use  periods  (FEIS 
Section  4.5.2. 1). 

96  COMMENT:  DEIS  page  2-18:  It  is  suggested  that  the  sentence  reading 
"Construction  is  expected  to  be  in  compliance  with  316"  should  read 
"Construction  shall  be  in  compliance  with  316." 

RESPONSE:  FEIS  Section  2.8.3  has  been  revised. 

97  COMMENT:  The  DEIS  does  not  identify  heavily  used  fishing  areas  such 
as  the  Missouri  River  Recreation  Road,  Newlan  Creek  Reservoir,  Nilan 
Reservoir,  Bean  Lake,  Lake  Frances,  and  Tiber  Reservoir. 

RESPONSE:  The  regional  recreation  discussion  has  been  changed  to 
include  some  of  these  heavily  fished  locations.  The  discussion  includes 
mention  of  only  some  of  the  most  heavily  used  areas  (FEIS 
Section  3.5.3. 1). 

98  COMMENT:  The  DEIS  incorrectly  states  that  "Hunting...  primarily 
occurs  on  National  Forest  lands..."  and  that  "Big  game  hunting 
primarily  occurs  on  National  Forests..."  A  significant  amount  of 
hunting  pressure  in  the  ROI  occurs  on  private  land.  Recently,  an 
increasing  amount  of  private  land  in  the  ROI  is  being  closed  and 
hunting  rights  leased.  Additional  hunting  pressure  in  the  ROI  caused 
by  projected  population  increases  may  increase  this  trend,  further 
increasing  hunting  pressure  on  public  lands. 

RESPONSE:  The  regional  recreation  discussion  has  been  changed  to 
reflect  this  (FEIS  Section  3.5.3. 1). 

99  COMMENT:  The  DEIS  states  that  "Increases  in  visitation  can  result  in 
declines  in  the  perceived  quality  of  the  recreational  experience..." 
While  this  is  true,  it  will  also  reflect  in  the  success  ratio  of  hunting 
and  fishing.  A  drop  in  success  will  ultimately  be  a  measurable  item  and 
not  merely  perceived. 
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RESPONSE:  The  regional  recreation  discussion  has  been  changed  to 
reflect  this  (FEIS  Section  4. 5. 1.2). 

100  COMMENT:  The  DEIS  appears  to  have  incorrectly  assumed  that 
regional  demand  and  participation  in  recreation  activities  will  increase 
at  a  rate  proportional  to  population  growth.  We  feel  that  it  is  a  valid 
assumption  that  construction  workers  and  Malmstrom  AFB  employees 
will  increase  the  proportion  of  the  younger  population  and  have  a 
greater  impact  on  the  ROI's  recreation  resources  than  the  DEIS 
assumption  provides. 

RESPONSE:  This  assumption  has  been  removed  from  the  regional 
recreation  analysis.  Program-induced  recreation  demand  is  now 
calculated  using  participation  rates  for  various  age  cohorts  and  not 
participation  rates  for  the  overall  population  (FEIS  Section  4. 5. 1.1). 

101  COMMENT:  Section  4. 5. 2.1  has  not  addressed  the  MDFWP’s  recreation 
management  plan  for  the  Smith  River  and  the  potential  impact  that 
increased  recreation  use  associated  with  the  Small  ICBM  program  may 
have.  This  increased  use  may  require  further  management  restrictions 
to  be  implemented. 

RESPONSE:  The  regional  recreation  discussion  has  been  changed  to 
reflect  this  (FEIS  Section  4. 5. 2.1). 

102  COMMENT:  Current  hunting  pressure  in  the  Little  Belt  Mountains  is 
resulting  in  the  need  for  the  MDFWP  to  consider  a  major  change  in  the 
hunting  program  for  this  area.  Currently,  most  hunting  districts  in  the 
Little  Belt  Mountain  are  open  for  antlered  bull  elk  hunting.  Additional 
hunting  pressure  related  to  the  Small  ICBM  program  may  cause  the 
MDFWP  to  implement  special  permit  hunting  in  this  area.  This  will 
subsequently  cause  greater  hunting  pressure  in  other  hunting  districts 
farther  to  the  west. 

RESPONSE:  The  regional  recreation  discussion  has  been  changed  to 
reflect  this  (FEIS  Section  4.5.2. 1). 

103  COMMENT:  The  DEIS  does  not  address  the  importance  of  the  Missouri 
River  Recreation  Road  to  area  fishing  opportunities.  The  Missouri 
River  Recreation  Road  from  Holter  Reservoir  to  Cascade  receives 
73,000  angler  days  of  use  per  year,  and  provides  access  to  the  most 
heavily  fished  reach  of  river  per  year  in  Montana.  There  are 
increasing  incidents  of  conflicts  among  floaters,  shore  fishermen,  and 
boaters  along  this  stretch  of  the  Missouri  River.  Additional  fishing 
pressure  can  be  expected  to  compound  these  problems. 

RESPONSE:  The  regional  recreation  discussion  has  been  changed  to 
reflect  this  (FEIS  Section  4.5.2. 1). 

104  COMMENT:  The  U.S.  Air  Force  is  requested  to  submit  copies  of  any 
pertinent  field  evaluations  conducted  on  state-owned  lands  regarding 
cultural  resources,  threatened  and  endangered  species,  and  other 
resource  information  to  the  Helena  Office  of  the  Montana  Department 
of  State  Lands  for  inclusion  in  the  agency's  resource  files.  If  cultural 
resources  are  found  on  state-owned  lands,  the  Department  of  State 
Lands  should  be  contacted  immediately  to  initiate  mitigation  planning 
procedures. 

RESPONSE:  No  surveys  have  been  conducted  on  state-owned  lands  so 
far.  If  state  lands  are  involved,  copies  of  evaluation  reports  will  be 
provided.  If  cultural  resources  are  found,  the  Department  of  State 
Lands  will  be  immediately  notified. 
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105  COMMENT:  Concerned  that  there  are  inadequacies  in  the  current 
resource  data  bases  for  management  use  as  well  as  limitations  of  the 
background  research,  data  synthesis,  and  organization. 

RESPONSE:  Available  literature  suggested  by  local  professionals  was 
considered  in  the  preparation  of  the  EIS.  Additionally,  a  review  copy 
of  the  cultural  resources  bibliography  was  provided  to  the  SHPO  in 
January  1987;  no  further  suggestions  resulted  from  that  review. 

106  COMMENT:  The  collective  summary  of  site  impacts  on  Figures  S7  and 
2.0-3  should  not  portray  effects  to  prehistoric  resources  as  beneficial. 

RESPONSE:  Although  some  aspects  of  the  program  are  beneficial  to 
prehistoric  resources,  it  is  not  argued  that  overall  effects  are 
beneficial.  Significant  adverse  impacts  are  clearly  shown,  along  with 
the  beneficial  effects,  in  Figure  S10  as  solid  black  dots  as  well  as  in 
the  text. 

107  COMMENT:  There  is  a  need  for  more  contexual  information  with 
which  to  evaluate  historic  and  Native  American  resources. 

RESPONSE:  Contextual  information  is  discussed  more  fully  in  the 
Cultural  Resources  EPTR. 

108  COMMENT:  Anticipated  impacts  on  contemporary  Native  American 
religious  and  cultural  sites  are  based  on  the  results  of  solicited 
responses  from  local  tribes  and  arbitrarily  derived  buffer  zones 
surrounding  identified  areas  of  sensitivity. 

RESPONSE:  The  buffers  around  Native  American  resources  are  not 
arbitrary;  they  represent  bonafide  concerns  elicited  during  discussions 
with  ethnographers  and  recognized  Native  American  religious  special¬ 
ists.  Field  surveys  of  individual  launch  facilities  conducted  after  the 
publication  of  the  DEIS  were  accomplished  in  the  presence  of  a 
qualified  Native  American  representative. 

109  COMMENT:  The  DEIS  does  not  address  visual  impacts  which  may 
occur  to  (historic)  sites  which  retain  a  high  degree  of  integrity  of 
setting. 

RESPONSE:  A  consideration  of  visual  impacts  has  been  added  to  the 
FEIS  Sections  4.7. 1.2  and  4. 7. 2. 2.  Significant  impacts  are  not 
anticipated  because  few  resources  have  been  identified  in  close 
proximity  to  affected  areas. 

110  COMMENT:  Since  all  significant  sites  within  the  area  of  program 
effects  have  yet  to  be  identified,  contexts  which  function  as  the  basis 
for  establishing  site  values  and  reflect  the  National  Register  of 
Historic  Places  ’’Criteria  of  Evaluation”  are  warranted.  This  would 
provide  the  foundation  for  determining  how  to  go  about  locating 
significant  sites. 

RESPONSE:  Contextual  information  is  discussed  more  fully  in  the 
Cultural  Resources  EPTR.  Procedures  for  the  identification  and 
evaluation  of  resources,  as  well  as  references  to  appropriate 
regulations  and  standards,  are  included  in  the  Cultural  Resources 
Management  Plan,  as  called  for  in  the  revised  Programmatic 
Agreement  (FEIS  Appendix  B.2). 

111  COMMENT:  Chapter  4.0  of  the  DEIS  relies  on  CEQ  regulations  for 
consistency  in  formatting  and  for  estimating  anticipated  levels  and 
significance  of  impacts.  For  Cultural  Resources  management  planning 
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efforts,  this  approach  is  largely  uninformative  and  irrelevant. 
Chapter  4.0  would  be  better  served  by  focusing  on  contextual  informa¬ 
tion  and  National  Register  criteria. 

RESPONSE:  Noted.  Contextual  information  is  discussed  more  fully  in 
the  Cultural  Resources  EPTR. 

112  COMMENT:  Potential  mitigation  measures  identified  in  Chapter  4.0 
(Section  4.7.6)  are  at  best  a  mixed  bag  of  actions,  some  of  which  do 
not  constitute  mitigation,  and  overall  do  not  convey  a  systematic  and 
in-depth  consideration  of  how  to  reduce  the  impacts  likely  to  occur. 
The  Cultural  Resources  Management  Plan  mentioned  in  this  section 
and  the  Draft  Programmatic  Agreement  (Appendix  B.2)  warrant  more 
discussion  since  these  would  appear  to  be  the  critical  management 
documents  for  pulling  together  background  research,  site  evaluations, 
and  mitigation  efforts. 

RESPONSE:  Mitigation  measures  are  more  fully  addressed  in  revised 
FEIS  Section  4.7.6,  Appendix  D,  and  the  Cultural  Resources  Manage¬ 
ment  Plan  (CRMP)  called  for  in  the  revised  Programmatic  Agreement 
(Appendix  B.2).  The  purpose  and  scope  of  the  CRMP  are  elaborated  in 
FEIS  Section  4.7.6. 

113  COMMENT:  Section  6.0  on  "Authorizing  Actions"  addresses  only 
federal  actions.  The  FEIS  must  contain  a  complete  identification  of 
required  state  and  local  permits  and  authorizations. 

RESPONSE:  It  should  be  noted  that  the  Authorizing  Actions  section 
does  detail  those  state  and  local  requirements  made  applicable  to 
federal  projects  by  virtue  of  Congressional  authorizations  contained  in 
various  federal  statutes,  such  as  the  Clean  Water  Act,  Clean  Air  Act, 
etc. 

1  COMMENT:  Page  3-189,  Section  3.11.3.3,  paragraph  1,  line  15  should 
read  "The  City  of  Great  Falls  has  submitted  a  plan  to  the  EPA  for 
attainment  of  standard"  not  "redesignation." 

RESPONSE:  Change  incorporated  in  FEIS  Section  3.11.3.3. 

2  COMMENT:  Page  3-189,  Section  3.11.3.3,  paragraph  1,  line  17:  1989 
would  be  the  earliest  redesignation  could  be  expected. 

RESPONSE:  Change  incorporated  in  FEIS  Section  3.11.3.3. 

3  COMMENT:  Pages  3-191  and  192,  Section  3.11.3.3,  paragraph  3,  and 
Table  2.11.3-2:  the  table  and  paragraph  should  state  what  year  or 
years  these  data  represent.  There  have  been  higher  CO  8-hour 
averages. 

RESPONSE:  The  table  in  question  is  3.11.3-2,  not  Table  2.11.3-2  as 
mentioned  in  the  comment.  Table  and  text  were  changed  to  reflect 
the  suggested  comment.  By  adding  1986  data,  the  CO  8-hour  average 
exceeded  the  NAAQS.  The  new  table  is  3.11.3-1,  FEIS 
Section  3.11.3.3. 

4  COMMENT:  Section  3.11.3.3,  paragraph  5,  last  sentence:  EPA  is 
uncertain  that  "...no  state  or  federal  ambient  air  standards  will  be 
violated"  -  with  or  without  this  program. 

RESPONSE:  FEIS  Section  3.11.3.3  has  been  revised  in  response  to  this 
comment. 
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5  COMMENT:  PM10  standards  replaced  TSP  primary  and  secondary 
standards  on  7/31/87.  Analysis  should  address  the  latest  standards. 

RESPONSE:  PMjg  standards  and  PMjq  monitoring  data  were  included 
in  FEIS  Table  3.11.3.1.  TSP  discussion  and  monitoring  data  were 
retained  in  the  text  at  the  suggestion  of  EPA  Region  VIII,  Montana 
Office.  PM10  analysis  is  addressed  in  FEIS  Section  4.11.?.  TSP  LOI 
definitions  were  changed  to  reflect  PMjq  (FEIS  Section  4.11.1.2). 

6  COMMENT:  CO  monitor  on  10th  Avenue  South  will  be  relocated 
closer  to  the  street  this  fall  per  EPA  siting  criteria.  This  could  result 
in  higher  readings  despite  automobile  replacement.  CO  discussions  in 
Sections  3  and  4  assume  attainment.  EPA  is  uncertain  about  this 
conclusion. 

RESPONSE:  Relocating  the  state's  CO  monitor  on  10th  Avenue  South 
closer  to  the  street  may  result  in  higher  CO  concentrations  during 
peak  traffic  periods.  The  relocation  of  the  monitor  is  not  expected  to 
result  in  increased  violations  of  the  CO  NAAQS  from  this  program 
since  the  violations  have  historically  occurred  during  periods  of  lowest 
traffic  and  appear  to  be  primarily  the  result  of  atmospheric  conditions 
and  CO  emitted  from  sources  other  than  vehicular  exhaust.  The  other 
sources  include  wood-burning  stoves  for  space  heating.  Details  are 
described  in  FEIS  Section  3.11.3.3. 

7  COMMENT:  Define  routine  maintenance  relative  to  potential  impacts. 

RESPONSE:  The  term  "routine  maintenance"  was  used  for  mainte¬ 
nance  which  would  be  scheduled  at  Malmstrom  AFB  approximately 
once  a  year.  It  has  been  changed  to  "major  maintenance"  since  some 
maintenance  would  occur  at  the  launch  facilities  also. 

8  COMMENT:  Chapter  2.0  oversimplifies  impacts  and  does  not  provide 
site-specific  impacts,  factual  criteria  and  ratings,  definitions  of 
magnitude  and  significance  of  impacts,  and  data  sources. 

RESPONSE:  Chapter  2.0  has  been  revised  in  the  FEIS  to  reflect  the 
identification  of  proposed  sets  of  launch  facilities  for  the  Proposed 
Action  and  alternatives.  Extreme  site-level  impacts,  as  well  as  the 
range  of  impacts  expected  for  each  alternative,  are  discussed  in  this 
section.  Further  details  on  site-specific  impacts,  factual  criteria  and 
ratings,  definitions  of  magnitude  and  significance  of  impacts,  and  data 
sources  are  provided  in  FEIS  Chapter  4.0. 

9  COMMENT:  DEIS  page  3-171,  Section  3.10.2.1,  paragraph  4:  The  use 
of  an  arbitrary  area  within  1,000  feet  of  the  T/E  route  system  or 
expansion  areas  of  the  launch  facilities  for  the  ROI  for  soil  erosion 
ignores  the  factors  of  slope  or  terrain  which  would  be  locally 
significant. 

RESPONSE:  FEIS  Section  3.10.2.1  describes  the  Region  of  Influence 
for  which  baseline  conditions  were  characterized.  For  Soil  Erosion, 
program  impacts  are  expected  to  occur  within  1,000  feet  of  the  T/E 
route,  consequently,  the  erosional  characteristics  (e.g.,  inherent 
erodibility,  general  land  slope,  probable  maximum  length  of  slope)  of 
soils  within  that  1,000-foot  area  were  compiled  and  used  in  the  impact 
analyses  presented  in  FEIS  Section  4.10.2.3.  Terrain  conditions  such  as 
slope  and  length  of  slope  were  used  in  the  impact  analyses.  Further 
site-specific  terrain  data  will  be  used  in  the  development  of  erosion 
control  plans  for  all  construction  sites.  These  plans  will  present  the 
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specific  erosion  control  actions  needed  at  a  construction  site  based  on 
the  local  terrain  conditions,  soil  type,  and  the  nature  of  the 
construction  activity  (FEIS  Section  4.10.2.3  and  Appendix  D). 

10  COMMENT:  Page  3-174,  Section  3.10.2.4:  What  are  the  effects  on 
vegetation? 

RESPONSE:  Effects  on  vegetation  are  discussed  in  FEIS 

Section  4.8.2. 1. 

11  COMMENT:  Page  3-171,  Section  3.10.2.1,  paragraph  4:  The 

relationship  of  erodible  soils  and  terrain  characteristics  to  sensitive 
aquatic  environments  should  be  addressed  in  this  section. 

RESPONSE:  FEIS  Section  3.10.2.1  describes  the  general  analysis 
methodology  used  in  compiling  soil  erosion  baseline  data.  Program 
impacts  for  soil  erosion  are  discussed  in  FEIS  Section  4.10.2.3  and  for 
aquatic  habitats  in  FEIS  Section  4.8. 2. 3. 

12  COMMENT:  Page  4-1,  Section  4.0,  paragraph  3:  In  addition  to 
construction  impacts,  site  impacts  also  include  operations  impacts 
from  road  and  facility  use  such  as  crew  changes,  maintenance,  and 
supply  traffic. 

RESPONSE:  Text  in  FEIS  Section  4.0  has  been  revised  in  response  to 
this  comment. 

13  COMMENT:  Assumptions  used  in  determining  the  fuel  use  associated 
with  the  operations  aspects  of  the  program  are  lacking. 

RESPONSE:  Fuel  consumption  associated  with  the  operations  aspects 
of  the  program  are  found  in  FEIS  Table  1. 5.2-2.  Assumptions  used  in 
the  calculations  have  been  included  in  FEIS  Section  4.2. 1.4. 

14  COMMENT:  Do  the  impacts  assessed  in  Chapter  4.0  include  the 
anticipated  base  increases  expressed  in  Chapter  3.0? 

RESPONSE:  The  impacts  in  FEIS  Chapter  4.0  do  include  the 

anticipated  base  increases  (KC-135R  Air  Refueling  Wing)  expressed  in 
FEIS  Chapter  3.0. 

15  COMMENT:  A  discussion  of  the  water,  wastewater,  and  waste  (solid 
and  hazardous)  impacts  and  mitigations  for  the  launch  control 
facilities  and  launch  facilities  should  be  included  in  the  appropriate 
sections  of  the  Utilities  resource. 

RESPONSE:  As  noted  in  FEIS  Table  1. 3.2-1,  potable  water  and 

wastewater  will  be  removed  from  the  launch  facilities  under  contract 
with  commercial  haulers.  At  this  time,  it  is  not  possible  to  identify 
the  source  of  potable  water  supplies  or  the  wastewater  treatment 
facilities  that  will  receive  the  sewage.  It  is  anticipated  that  these 
contracts  will  contain  clauses  that  specify  standards  of  service.  Solid 
and  hazardous  wastes  will  be  returned  to  Malmstrom  AFB  for  proper 
disposal  and  have  been  incorporated  into  the  onbase  analysis.  No 
changes  are  programmed  at  the  launch  control  facilities. 

16  COMMENT:  The  DEIS  notes  that  the  projected  maximum  day  use  in 
the  City  of  Conrad  could  exceed  the  treatment  capacity  of  the 
existing  sewage  lagoons  and  lead  to  a  violation  of  the  city's 
wastewater  discharge  permit. 
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RESPONSE:  After  reviewing  additional  wastewater  flow  data,  per 
capita  values  and  peaking  factors  have  been  revised.  In  1993,  average 
day  use  will  equal  60  percent  of  capacity  while  maximum  day  use  will 
equal  75  percent  of  capacity  (FEIS  Section  4.2. 2. 2). 

17  COMMENT:  Are  fuels  currently  stored  at  the  launch  facilities  and  will 
storage  capacity  be  altered?  Has  a  plan  been  prepared  to  address 
transport  of  fuel  and  waste  products? 

RESPONSE:  Launch  facilities  at  Malmstrom  AFB  have  a  storage 
capacity  that  ranges  from  about  1,800  to  11,100  gallons.  The  use  of 
these  storage  tanks  is  currently  under  consideration.  The  base's  Spill 
Prevention  and  Response  Plan  outlines  procedures  to  be  instituted  in 
case  of  a  spill  at  a  launch  facility.  The  plan  will  be  updated  in 
response  to  the  transport  and  handling  of  fuel  and  wastes  associated 
with  the  Small  ICBM  program  (FEIS  Sections  3. 2. 3. 3  and  4.2. 1.4). 

18  COMMENT:  FEIS  Section  4.2. 3.1  as  well  as  other  Utility  sections 
discussing  Alternative  3,  should  identify  the  impacts  of  the  200  launch 
facilities  chosen. 

RESPONSE:  As  noted  in  the  text,  the  impacts  associated  with 

Alternative  3  are  virtually  identical  to  those  identified  for  the 
Proposed  Action.  The  utility  system  impacts  associated  with  the  use 
of  all  200  launch  facilities  have  been  identified  for  the  relevant 
utilities  such  as  electricity  and  fuel. 

19  COMMENT:  Is  there  a  contingency  plan  to  provide  for  emergency 
vehicles  to  bypass  HML  convoys  on  congested  secondary  highways  or 
T/E  routes? 

RESPONSE:  Yes,  there  will  be  a  contingency  plan  to  provide  access 
for  emergency  vehicles  to  bypass  HML  transporter  convoys.  A  Federal 
Marshall  will  direct  traffic  and  accommodate  emergency  vehicles 
throughout  the  movement  of  the  HML  transporter  convoys  on  T/E 
routes  (FEIS  Section  4. 3.2.1). 

20  COMMENT:  Were  requirements  for  additional  road  maintenance  due 
to  increased  use  of  heavy  vehicles  included  in  these  evaluations? 

RESPONSE:  Preliminary  evaluation  indicates  that  a  need  for  more 
maintenance  work  would  be  required.  The  final  determination  would 
be  made  as  the  result  of  the  Defense  Access  Road  needs  program. 

21  COMMENT:  In  addition  to  the  additive  impact  of  the  Peacekeeper  in 
Rail  Garrison,  cumulative  impacts  to  T/E  routes  which  service  more 
than  one  HML  and  variation  in  the  range  of  local  impacts  were  not 
addressed. 

RESPONSE:  The  DEIS  addressed  impacts  at  multiple  sites.  No 
additive  impacts  from  disturbances  were  identified.  The  text  of  FEIS 
Chapter  4.0  (Sections  4.8.1,  4.8.2,  and  4.8.3)  has  been  revised  to 
emphasize  this  analysis  of  "cumulative"  additive  impacts  of  multiple 
sites. 

22  COMMENT:  Define  "meaningful  adverse  consequences." 

RESPONSE:  The  use  of  "meaningful  adverse  consequences"  was 
intended  to  refer  to  changes  that  would  alter  population  levels  or 
habitat  carrying  capacity.  For  clarification,  these  words  were 
replaced  by  ".  .  .  noticeable,  but  no  consequences  are  expected  that 
would  alter  the  overall  condition  of  populations  and  habitats  and  the 
integrity  of  ecological  systems"  (FEIS  Seciton  4.8.1. 2). 
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23  COMMENT:  Page  4-203,  Section  4.2.1. 4:  Wetland  areas  destroyed  or 
significantly  affected  by  construction  should  be  replaced  or 
remediated  under  an  approved  program. 

RESPONSE:  Wetland  loss  is  expected  to  be  minor.  FEIS  Section  4. 8. 1.4 
has  been  modified  to  address  the  loss  of  wetland  habitats  and  their 
replacement  (also  see  FEIS  Appendix  D). 

24  COMMENT:  A  comprehensive  plan  should  be  developed  which 
specifically  states  the  measures  which  will  be  implemented  to  monitor 
and  mitigate  noise  during  the  operations  phase  as  well  as  construction. 

RESPONSE:  The  operation  as  well  as  construction  noise  impacts  from 
the  program  will  not  be  significant.  This  was  demonstrated  in  FEIS 
Section  4.12.2  using  various  modeling  techniques.  As  such,  no 
monitoring  plan  or  mitigation  is  suggested  for  the  program. 

25  COMMENT:  A  comprehensive  plan  should  be  developed  which 

specifically  states  the  measures  which  will  be  implemented  to  monitor 
and  mitigate  sediment  runoff  into  waterbodies  during  the  operations 
phase  as  well  as  construction. 

RESPONSE:  Mitigation  and  monitoring  plans  are  addressed  in  FEIS 
Sections  4.8. 1.4,  4.8.6,  and  Appendix  D. 

26  COMMENT:  A  comprehensive  plan  should  be  developed  which 

specifically  states  the  measures  which  will  be  implemented  to  monitor 
and  mitigate  dust  during  the  operations  phase  as  well  as  construction. 

RESPONSE:  The  operation  as  well  as  construction-related  dust 

impacts  from  the  program  will  not  be  significant  or  violate  any 
standards.  This  was  demonstrated  in  FEIS  Section  4.11.2  using  various 
modeling  techniques  recommended  by  EPA.  As  such,  no  monitoring 
plan  is  suggested  for  the  program.  Standard  dust-suppression 
measures,  such  as  watering  will  be  used  by  the  construction 
contractors  during  land  clearance  activities. 

27  COMMENT:  The  soil  stabilization  program  should  be  specified  or 
referenced  and  should  include  the  specific  techniques  under 
consideration. 

RESPONSE:  Road  and  bridge  upgrading  along  T/E  routes  will  be 
conducted  by  the  appropriate  state  and/or  county  agencies  or  their 
designated  contractors.  These  agencies  will  develop  revegetation  and 
soil  stabilization  plans  for  reclamation  of  these  disturbed  sites.  The 
Air  Force  will  be  responsible  for  the  development,  implementation, 
and  monitoring  of  reclamation  programs  in  accordance  with  COE 
practices  for  environmental  protection  for  disturbed  areas  at  access 
roads,  launch  facilities,  and  the  HML  vehicle  operations  training  area 
onbase.  These  plans  will  provide  for  soil  erosion  control  and 
revegetation.  Specific  methods  of  reclamation  (e.g.,  mixtures, 
methods  of  application,  fertilization,  mulching,  and  monitoring)  will  be 
specified  when  the  plans  are  developed  (FEIS  Section  4.8. 1.4). 

28  COMMENT:  Where  removal  of  trees  or  raptor  nests  is  unavoidable, 
suitable  replacements  might  be  provided  at  the  nearest  appropriate 
location  to  the  original  site. 

RESPONSE:  FEIS  Section  4. 8.1. 4  has  been  modified  in  response  to  this 
comment. 
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29  COMMENT:  Variation  in  the  traffic  loads  and  resulting  noise  on  T/E 
routes  that  serve  multiple  facilities  has  not  been  addressed. 

RESPONSE:  Variation  in  traffic  loads  and  resulting  noise  on  T/E 
routes  that  serve  multiple  facilities  have  been  addressed  in  FE1S 
Section  4.12.2.  The  potential  for  noise  impacts  from  traffic  increases 
is  considered  negligible. 

30  COMMENT:  Variation  in  the  traffic  loads  and  resulting  dust  on  T/E 
routes  that  serve  multiple  facilities  has  not  been  addressed. 

RESPONSE:  Fugitive  dust  emissions  from  vehicular  activity  during  the 
operations  phase  in  the  deployment  area  have  been  assessed.  Dust 
emissions  have  been  calculated  for  vehicle  travel  on  concrete,  asphalt, 
gravel,  and  dirt  roads  in  support  of  the  operations  phase.  The  results 
of  the  analysis  have  been  discussed  in  FEIS  Section  4.11.2. 

31  COMMENT:  Page  4-206,  sentence  2:  "Disturbance  to  vegetation  in 
the  deployment  area  during  the  operations  phase  is  expected  to  be 
minimal."  Will  this  be  monitored  in  some  fashion  to  document  this 
statement? 

RESPONSE:  No  off-road  activities  will  occur  in  the  deployment  area 
during  the  operations  phase  of  the  program.  Therefore,  there  will  be 
no  disturbance  of  vegetation  in  the  deployment  area  during  operations 
(the  text  has  been  revised  in  FEIS  Section  4.8.2. 1  to  clarify  this 
point).  There  is  no  need  to  monitor  for  impacts  that  will  not  occur.  A 
monitoring  program  will  be  developed  to  determine  the  effectiveness 
of  vegetation  reclamation  and  noxious  weed  control  programs. 

32  COMMENT:  Page  4-206,  paragraph  3:  How  will  disturbances  of 
forested  or  riparian  areas  be  minimized?  Cumulative  effects  to  the 
local  ecosystem  from  multiple  launch  sites  in  the  same  area  should  be 
addressed.  The  environmental  criteria,  including  minimizing  impacts 
on  local  ecosystems,  should  be  considered  during  identification  of 
actual  launch  sites  under  all  alternatives  except  Alternative  3.  The 
additional  traffic  and  operations  disturbances  which  would  result  from 
multiple  HML  sites  within  the  same  zoned  area  of  influence  should  be 
addressed.  Specific  revegetation  plans  should  be  developed  which 
include  an  estimate  for  the  recovery  time  frame  for  the  various 
categories  of  vegetation  which  may  be  disturbed. 

RESPONSE:  Disturbances  of  forested  or  riparian  areas  will  be 

minimized  through  judicious  siting  of  facilities  and  reclamation  of 
disturbed  sites.  Specific  reclamation  plans  will  be  developed  as 
addressed  in  document  54,  comment  1.  Although  no  additive  effects 
from  disturbances  at  multiple  sites  were  identified,  the  launch  facility 
identification  process  did  account  for  environmental  sensitivity  and  all 
probable  impacts.  These  concerns  and  potential  impacts  from  traffic 
and  operations  are  discussed  in  greater  detail  in  FEIS  Section  4.8. 

33  COMMENT:  The  trend  in  this  EIS  to  "average"  the  impacts  over  the 
entire  Region  of  Influence  for  each  alternative  tends  to  mask  the 
significance  of  Impacts  to  local  environments.  It  is  obvious  that 
numerous  specific  factors  were  utilized  to  reach  these  general 
conclusions.  This  fact,  coupled  with  the  efficient  use  of  the 
Geographic  Information  System  (GIS),  should  produce  a  range  of 
specific  rating  factors  which  would  be  displayed  to  accurately 
represent  the  variation  on  "local"  impact  under  each  alternative.  A 
matrix  system  could  be  developed  to  help  assess  the  impacts  at 
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individual  sites  and  the  additive  effects  of  various  combinations  of 
sites  when  related  to  sensitive  environmental  features  in  a  specific 
area.  This  approach  could  provide  a  more  realistic  basis  for  evaluating 
the  relative  impacts  from  various  launch  site  configurations  under  all 
alternatives. 

RESPONSE:  Descriptions  of  biological  resources  at  each  launch 

facility  are  presented  in  FEIS  Appendix  A.  Site-specific  impacts  to 
biological  resources  at  launch  facilities  are  presented  in  FEIS 
Table  4.0-1.  Site-specific  impacts  along  T/E  routes  are  summarized  on 
a  county  basis  in  FEIS  Table  2.0-3.  These  specific  impacts  are 
discussed  in  FEIS  Section  4.8.2.  The  rating  of  overall  impacts  in  FEIS 
Section  4.8.2  is  not  an  attempt  to  average  impacts,  rather  it  addresses 
the  potential  multiple  effects  that  would  occur  from  this  program. 
References  to  the  deployment  areas  or  the  greater  Region  of  Influence 
describe  the  context  of  these  impacts.  Impacts  on  biological  resources 
at  launch  facilities  would  be  small,  isolated,  and  dispersed  over  time. 
Therefore,  local  variation  of  impacts  because  of  effects  from  multiple 
sites  would  not  occur  and  were  not  dealt  with  using  a  GIS. 

99  34  COMMENT:  Page  4-223,  Section  4.8.6,  paragraph  1:  This  paragraph 

suggests  that  the  mitigation  of  impacts  on  biological  resources  from 
this  program  ms  be  the  responsibility  of  "other”  agencies.  Sentence  4 
which  states  that  "the  Air  Force  would  encourage  implementation  of 
these  measures  through  environmental  awareness  and  other  programs" 
is  misleading.  I  suggests  that  actual  mitigating  measures  would  not 
be  undertaken  by  the  Air  Force.  The  roles  and  responsibilities  of  the 
Air  Force,  as  well  as  the  other  agencies,  should  be  more  clearly  stated. 

RESPONSE:  The  role  of  the  Air  Force  and  other  agencies  has  been 
clarified  in  FEIS  Sections  4.8. 1.4  and  4.8.6.  Further  details  are 
provided  in  FEIS  Appendix  D. 

99  35  COMMENT:  Page  4-224,  Section  4.8.7:  The  ability  of  biological 

communities  to  recover  to  a  "state  approximating  pre-disturbance 
conditions  once  the  disturbance  ends"  is  dependent  to  a  large  degree  on 
the  extent  of  the  "disturbance"  and  the  quality  of  the  commitment  to  a 
mitigation  program  during  the  life  of  the  operation.  This  discussion 
should  reflect  that  fact. 

RESPONSE:  The  extent  of  disturbance  to  biological  communities  was 
considered  when  potential  impacts  and  recovery  potentials  were 
evaluated  and  are  discussed  in  FEIS  Sections  4.8.2  and  4.8.3.  The  level 
of  potential  impact  and  existing  conditions  are  summarized  in 
Section  4.8.7.  Sections  4.8. 1.4  and  4.8.2  have  been  revised  in  the  FEIS. 
FEIS  Appendix  D  has  been  added  to  further  clarify  the  mitigations 
program. 

99  36  COMMENT:  Page  4-255,  Section  4.9:  It  is  unclear  how  the  water  use 

rates  for  construction  discussed  in  this  section  relate  to  the  discussion 
in  Section  4.2  on  potable  water  treatment  and  distribution.  Are  the 
rates  discussed  here  in  addition  to  those  covered  in  the  previous 
section  or  is  this  section  redundant  to  some  extent?  Comparison  of 
water  use  rate  change  for  the  overall  program  would  be  clearer  if  the 
discussion  was  limited  to  one  selection  and  the  same  units  were 
consistently  applied. 

RESPONSE:  The  discussion  of  water  use  in  FEIS  Section  4.9  (Water 
Resources)  covers  all  water  use  within  the  Region  of  Influence, 
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including  that  of  the  municipal  water  supply  utilities  discussed  in 
Section  4.2  (Utilities).  To  the  extent  that  the  water  use  and 
wastewater  discharges  of  the  individual  towns  are  discussed  in  FEIS 
Section  4.9,  the  numbers  are  equivalent  to  those  cited  in  Section  4.2. 
The  discussion  in  FEIS  Section  4.2  covers  the  program  impacts  on 
individual  utility  systems.  The  units  used  in  that  section,  such  as  gpm 
and  MGD,  are  appropriate  in  discussing  instantaneous  flows  and  the 
capability  of  the  water  and  wastewater  utilities  to  handle  the 
additional  demands  of  the  program.  The  discussion  in  FEIS  Section  4.9 
deals  in  part  with  total  water  use  and  wastewater  impacts  at  a  local 
and  regional  level.  The  units  used  (acre-ft  and  acre-ft/yr)  are 
conventional  to  this  type  of  discussion. 

99  37  COMMENT:  Page  4-225,  Section  4.9:  The  effects  on  the  total  water 

resource  from  drawdown  of  local  surface  water  or  groundwater 
resources  are  appropriate  to  discuss  in  conjunction  with  water  quality 
issues. 

RESPONSE:  The  amount  of  water  diverted  to  support  program  needs 
is  a  relatively  minor  fraction  of  the  available  water  resource  base  in 
all  cases.  The  overall  water  quality  effects  of  these  withdrawals  are 
also  expected  to  be  low  and  not  significant  (FEIS  Sections  4. 9. 2. 2 
and  4. 9. 2. 3). 

99  38  COMMENT:  Page  4-226,  paragraph  2:  The  use  of  the  current  State 

Stream  Classification  system  as  a  guideline  to  identify  sensitivity  of  a 
particular  stream  to  water  quality  degradation  is  useful.  However, 
revision  of  the  State  Classification  for  some  streams  in  Montana  is 
currently  planned.  It  is  not  apparent  from  the  text  if  the  State  Water 
Quality  Bureau  was  consulted  regarding  this  possible  reclassification  of 
any  stream  within  the  program  area. 

RESPONSE:  The  Montana  Water  Quality  Bureau  is  conducting  its 
triannual  review  of  the  current  water  quality  classification  of  all 
streams  in  the  state  (FEIS  Section  3.9.3. 1).  The  process  will  not  be 
completed  until  early  1988,  well  after  the  issuance  of  this  FEIS.  Since 
no  official  decisions  regarding  reclassification  have  been  made,  it  was 
felt  to  be  most  prudent  to  conduct  the  analysis  using  the  current  state 
classifications. 

99  39  COMMENT:  What  data  were  used  to  analyze  the  major  groundwater 

sources? 

RESPONSE:  Several  general  sources  of  groundwater  data  for  the  ROI 
are  now  mentioned  and  may  be  found  in  FEIS  Section  9.1.1. 

99  40  COMMENT:  Define  "to  the  extent  reasonable  and  practicable."  Best 

Management  Practices  should  be  designed  and  implemented  to  meet  all 
applicable  federal,  state,  and  local  standards.  The  wording  here 
implies  that  depending  on  the  interpretation  of  "reasonable  and 
practicable,"  these  standards  might  not  be  met.  We  would  not 
necessarily  agree  with  that  position  and  suggest  that  the  statement  be 
reworded  to  reflect  a  commitment  to  full  compliance  with  all  federal, 
state,  and  local  standards. 

RESPONSE:  The  Air  Force  will  adhere  to  all  federal  legislation  and 
executive  orders  requiring  compliance  with  state,  county,  and  local 
regulations.  In  addition,  the  Air  Force  will  cooperate  with  the 
agencies  and  will  implement  applicable  construction  standards  and 
environmental  restrictions. 
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41  COMMENT:  Section  4.2  indicated  that  maximum  day  use  levels  could 
exceed  the  treatment  capacity  and  cause  a  reduction  in  the  90-day 
retention  period.  The  statement  made  on  page  4-236,  paragraph  1 
should  be  reevaluated  in  light  of  this  possibility. 

RESPONSE:  The  statement  in  FEIS  Section  4.9. 2. 2  to  the  effect  that 
Conrad  has  adequate  capacity  to  treat  program-induced  wastewater 
effluent  and  would  meet  discharge  standards  is  correct.  FEIS 
Section  4.2. 2. 2  in  the  Utilities  resource  has  been  revised  to  reflect  this 
fact  (see  related  document  99,  comment  16). 

42  COMMENT:  What  is  the  total  volume  of  additional  wastewater  for  the 
HML  launch  sites  and  what  are  the  time  frames  for  delivery  to  specific 
municipalities.  The  effects  of  this  increase  on  the  local  wastewater 
treatment  facility  should  be  addressed  regardless  of  the  contractual 
nature  of  the  disposal  methods. 

RESPONSE:  The  total  annual  wastewater  generated  at  the  HML 
enclosures  is  now  listed  for  the  Proposed  Action  and  alternatives.  It  is 
relatively  small,  varying  from  about  0.01  to  0.03  MGD  (12  to 
29  acre-ft/yr).  Disposal  of  this  wastewater  will  be  accomplished  by 
private  contractor(s).  At  present,  it  is  not  known  which  specific 
wastewater  treatment  plants  would  be  utilized  to  receive  and  treat  the 
effluent  or  exactly  when  they  would  begin  receiving  it.  But,  it  is  likely 
that  only  those  treatment  plants  with  excess  available  capacity  would 
agree  to  receive  the  effluent  that  is  trucked  away  from  the  HML 
enclosures.  The  water  quality  impacts  from  disposal  of  this  effluent 
should,  therefore,  be  minor  as  indicated  in  the  text  (FEIS 
Sections  4. 9. 2. 2  and  4.9. 3. 2). 

43  COMMENT:  What  methodology  was  used  to  analyze  the  "quantities  of 
sediment  delivered  to  the  streams  during  the  recovery  period?" 

RESPONSE:  Potential  upland  erosion  resulting  from  land-disturbing 
activities  was  determined  by  application  of  the  Universal  Soil  Loss 
Equation,  discussed  in  FEIS  Section  3.10.2.4.  This  amount  was 
multiplied  by  a  sediment  delivery  ratio  to  calculate  the  quantities  of 
sediment  delivered  to  the  streams.  FEIS  Section  4.9.1. 1  has  been 
revised  to  reflect  this  methodology  and  Section  4. 9. 3. 2  has  been 
supplemented  with  a  basinwide  sedimentation  analysis  which  includes  a 
scenario  that  depicts  the  maximum  potential  program -induced 
sedimentation  impacts. 

44  COMMENT:  Mitigations  to  alleviate  potential  saline  seep  problems 
were  not  addressed. 

RESPONSE:  A  mitigation  measure  appropriate  to  reducing  impacts  on 
saline  seeps  has  been  added  to  FEIS  Section  4.9.6. 

45  COMMENT:  Page  263,  Section  4.10.2.3:  This  section  should  address 
specific  sensitive  areas  and  the  volume  of  traffic  relative  to  the 
number  of  HMLs/site  or  sites/local  impact  area. 

RESPONSE:  FEIS  Section  4.10.2.3  describes  the  potential  impacts  of 
program-induced  ground  disturbance  on  soil  erosion  rates  and  how 
those  rates  compare  to  maximum  tolerable  soil  losses  defined  by  the 
U.S.  Soil  Conservation  Service.  The  impacts  of  program-induced  soil 
erosion  at  specific  construction  locations  in  the  deployment  area  are 
discussed  in  FEIS  Section  4.10.2.3.  Potential  impacts  at  individual 
launch  facilities,  along  T/E  routes,  and  at  bridges  are  discussed  in  FEIS 
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Section  4.10.2.3.  The  influence  of  the  induced  soil  loss  on  biological 
resources  is  presented  in  FEIS  Section  4.8,  with  the  potential  impacts 
on  water  resources  considered  in  Section  4.9.  Impacts  from  dust 
generated  by  construction  vehicles  traveling  over  unimproved  roads  in 
the  deployment  area  are  discussed  in  FEIS  Section  4.11. 

46  COMMENT:  Will  the  HMLs  be  exercised  within  the  launch  facility 
sites?  What  is  the  nature  of  maintenance  activities  at  the  launch 
sites? 

RESPONSE:  The  HMLs  will  be  periodically  started  and  moved  within 
the  launch  facility  sites.  Except  for  major  maintenance  at  Malmstrom 
AFB,  they  would  remain  at  the  launch  facilities  until  ordered  to 
disperse  (FEIS  Section  1.3.2).  Only  minimal  service  and  all  feasible 
HML  repairs  would  be  performed  at  the  launch  facilities. 

47  COMMENT:  DEIS  Table  1.3. 2-1  implies  linear  relationship  to  road 
use.  Any  number  and  combination  of  vehicles  could  be  using  the  same 
T/E  route  simultaneously.  These  are  not  addressed  in  the  EIS. 

RESPONSE:  The  impact  of  operations  vehicles  using  T/E  routes  was 
assessed  based  on  routes  taken  in  traveling  to  the  launch  facilities 
identified  for  the  Proposed  Action  and  its  alternatives  and  on  the 
frequency  of  trips  required.  The  assessment  was  also  made  on  the 
assumption  that  all  trips  from  the  base  would  occur  at  the  same  time, 
that  is,  during  the  peak  hour,  to  determine  the  critical  effect  (FEIS 
Section  4.3.2. 1). 

48  COMMENT:  How  will  T/E  roads  be  kept  open  in  the  winter?  Who  is 
responsible  for  maintaining  the  roads  in  winter? 

RESPONSE:  The  local  agencies  presently  responsible  for  the 

maintenance  of  the  roads  would  continue  to  be  responsible.  The  Air 
Force  will  pay  the  local  agencies  for  any  extraordinary  work,  including 
snow  removal  required  to  support  the  program. 

49  COMMENT:  What  is  the  nature  of  exercise  activities  at  the  training 
area  at  Malmstrom  AFB?  Has  the  volume  and  nature  of  year-round 
activities  been  assessed  in  terms  of  dust? 

RESPONSE:  The  training  activities  at  Malmstrom  AFB  include  HML 
movement  on  the  southeast  side  of  the  base  on  gravel  and  dirt  roads. 
The  dust  results  of  the  analysis  are  shown  in  FEIS  Section  4.11.2. 

50  COMMENT:  Has  the  volume  and  nature  of  year-roUnd  exercise 
activities  been  assessed  in  terms  of  noise? 

RESPONSE:  Noise  analysis  showed  negligible  impacts  as  discussed  in 
FEIS  Section  4.12.2. 

51  COMMENT:  Selecting  facilities  that  may  impact  Class  1  streams  or 
wetlands  should  be  avoided. 

RESPONSE:  Impacts  on  streams  or  wetlands  at  launch  facilities  and 
along  T/E  routes  were  considered  in  the  development  of  the  proposed 
set.  No  major  impacts  on  streams  are  expected  to  occur  from  road  or 
bridge  construction.  Potential  impacts  on  habitats  such  as  prairie 
potholes  at  launch  facilities  are  discussed  in  FEIS  Sections  4.8. 1.4 
and  4.8.2. 3. 

52  COMMENT:  Water  quality  issues  discussed  in  Section  4.9  should 
include  specific  data  like  the  existing  water  quality  for  streams  and 
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groundwater  resources  within  the  potential  impact  area.  Methods  of 
analyses  should  be  presented  or  referenced  for  all  parameters,  not  just 
turbidity. 

RESPONSE:  The  diffused  nature  of  the  proposed  program  involves 
limited  construction  at  hundreds  of  sites  in  a  large  (8,500  sq  mi) 
deployment  area.  The  most  appropriate  level  of  water  quality 
characterization  is  therefore  at  the  stream  basin  level.  A  site-specific 
assessment  has  been  carried  out  at  those  locations  where  construction 
or  operations  of  the  program  is  likely  to  have  substantial  water  quality 
effects.  The  principal  cause  of  water  quality  degradation  resulting 
from  program  activities  is  sedimentation.  Therefore,  the  study 
emphasized  the  analysis  on  turbidity  and  suspended  solids.  It  was 
concluded  that  these  parameters  would  not  increase  substantially  and 
that  water  quality  would  not  be  significantly  degraded  as  a  result. 
Therefore,  other  associated  water  quality  parameters  (such  as 
temperature,  dissolved  oxygen,  ammonia,  and  nitrates)  were  not 
analyzed  in  detail. 

99  53  COMMENT:  Specific  examples  of  proposed  mitigation  techniques 

should  be  provided  and  the  estimates  of  time  frames  for  the  recovery 
periods  associated  with  revegetation  or  similar  techniques  should  be 
listed. 

RESPONSE:  FEIS  Section  4.9  and  Appendix  D  contain  sufficient  detail 
with  regard  to  mitigation  effectiveness  to  allow  the  decision-maker  to 
choose  among  the  potential  water  resource  mitigation  measures. 
Specific  application  of  the  mitigation  measures  will  occur  after  their 
adoption  as  outlined  in  the  Record  of  Decision.  The  adopted 
mitigations  will  then  be  incorporated  into  the  design  of  specific 
program  features  (see  response  to  document  99,  comment  27).  As 
stated  in  FEIS  Section  4. 9.2. 2,  recovery  of  disturbed  areas,  followed  by 
decline  of  local  sedimentation  to  background  levels,  should  occur 
within  about  1  year  following  construction  completion. 

99  54  COMMENT:  A  monitoring  plan  to  assess  water  quality  parameters 

during  construction  operations  should  be  developed  as  appropriate.  A 
monitoring  plan  to  assess  revegetation  success  should  also  be  provided. 

RESPONSE:  Analysis  in  FEIS  Section  4.9  indicates  that  water  quality 
impacts  of  the  program  will  be  generally  localized  and  of  short 
duration.  A  water  quality  monitoring  program  does  not  appear 
justified  nor  is  one  usually  established  for  programs  of  this  type  which 
involve  limited  land  disturbance  at  any  particular  location.  Where 
revegetation  is  employed,  the  site  will  be  monitored  for  a  period 
sufficient  to  assure  successful  reestablishment  of  the  vegetation. 

100  1  COMMENT:  Com  mentor  favors  the  No  Action  Alternative.  If  the  Air 

Force  does  not  accept  the  No  Action  Alternative,  com  mentor  suggests 
that  the  DEIS  needs  to  be  redone  and  resubmitted  to  the  public  and 
Congress. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

100  2  COMMENT:  Case  I  in  the  safety  section  addresses  the  probability  of  a 

fuel  truck  colliding  with  the  HML  on  a  Montana  highway.  Did  this 
consider  all  the  extra  traffic  that  is  likely  to  be  on  the  road  in  an  alert 
situation  as  eastern  Montanans  race  towards  the  safety  of  the 
mountains? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  74,  comment  1. 
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3  COMMENT:  The  nuclear  dispersion  model  used  in  the  safety  section 
says  aerosolization  of  1  percent  of  the  available  plutonium  is  a  worst 
case.  Why  would  aerosolization  of  100  percent  of  the  plutonium  not  be 
the  worst  case? 

RESPONSE:  In  order  to  aerosolize  100  percent  of  the  available 
plutonium,  the  fuel  fire  would  have  to  continue  unabated  for  over 
33  hours.  The  available  fuel  could  burn  for  not  more  than  20  minutes 
assuming  no  fire  control  measures  are  taken.  Based  on  studies  done  by 
Lawrence  Livermore  National  Laboratories,  the  British  Atomic 
Weapons  Research  Establishment  and  the  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commissionj  the  maximum  amount  of  the  available  plutonium 
aerosolized  by  a  45-minute  burn  would  be  less  than  1  percent  (FEIS 
Section  5.3.2). 

4  COMMENT:  A  4.5  mph  wind  speed  was  used  in  the  nuclear  dispersion 
model.  Since  Montana  winds  often  blow  in  excess  of  30  mph,  why  was 
a  higher  wind  not  used  to  illustrate  a  worst  case  scenario? 

RESPONSE:  Model  runs  were  made  using  higher  and  lower  wind  speeds 
and  4.5  mph  was  found  to  have  the  most  severe  environmental 
consequences.  As  the  wind  increases  beyond  4.5  mph,  the  radioactive 
particles  are  dispersed  over  an  increasingly  larger  area;  therefore,  the 
resulting  radiation  levels  become  even  smaller  as  the  wind  increases 
(FEIS  Section  5.4.1. 1). 

5  COMMENT:  Since  the  half-life  of  PU-239  is  24,000  years,  why  were 
the  long-term  effects  (past  30  years)  of  a  nuclear  accident  not 
discussed? 

RESPONSE:  Long-duration  environmental  effects  on  Montana  of  a 
nuclear  mishap  were  not  considered  significant  since  the  Air  Force 
would  be  required  to  clean  up  all  contaminated  areas  in  the  vicinity  of 
the  mishap.  Using  approved  DOE  and  EPA  procedures,  contaminated 
materials  would  be  removed  to  an  approved  nuclear  waste  storage 
facility. 

6  COMMENT:  What  will  it  cost  to  produce  the  entire  EIS? 

RESPONSE:  The  entire  EIS  process  is  estimated  to  cost  between  $8 
and  $9  million. 

7  COMMENT:  Who  owns  Tetra  Tech,  Inc.? 

RESPONSE:  Tetra  Tech,  Inc.  is  a  subsidiary  of  Honeywell,  Inc.  Tetra 
Tech  is  a  major  consulting  firm  with  over  2  decades  of  experience  in 
environmental  and  engineering  programs  for  both  the  U.S.  government 
and  civilian-sector  clients. 

8  COMMENT:  Why  didn't  the  Air  Force  use  Montana  residents  or 
contractors  to  prepare  the  DEIS? 

RESPONSE:  Contracts  with  the  Air  Force  are  awarded  through  a 
federally  mandated  contracting  process  that  is  designed  to  ensure  that 
the  federal  government  meets  its  requirements  for  the  program  in 
addition  to  encouraging  a  competitive  selection  process.  Tetra  Tech 
was  selected  from  a  number  of  qualified  firms  competing  in  this 
process.  The  contractor  was  selected  prior  to  the  President's  decision 
of  December  1986  to  deploy  in  Montana.  Both  the  Air  Force  and  Tetra 
Tech  recognize  the  benefit  of  using  local  expertise.  Tetra  Tech  has, 
therefore,  established  an  office  in  Great  Falls  and  has  used  several 
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local  firms  and  specialists  as  subcontractors,  including  Historical 
Research  Associates  (HRA),  WESTECH,  Montana  National  Heritage 
Program,  Morrison-Knudsen  Engineers,  Inc.,  and  the  firm  of 
Ethnoscience. 

1  COMMENT:  Written  testimony  from  the  Governor's  office  on  the 
preparation  of  the  Small  ICBM  DEIS. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

1  COMMENT:  Is  the  Small  ICBM  an  offensive  or  defensive  weapon  and 
should  we  go  through  the  expense  of  deploying  the  weapon? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  7,  comment  3. 

1  COMMENT:  Are  psychological  and  fear  aspects  of  nuclear  war 
generated  as  a  result  of  Small  ICBM  activities  in  the  deployment  area 
discussed? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  59,  comment  1. 

2  COMMENT:  What  curriculum  are  being  developed  and  implemented  by 
the  affected  school  districts  to  educate  all  the  children  about  their 
unique  situation? 

RESPONSE:  The  school  district  curriculum  is  a  local  decision  made  by 
the  school  administrators  and  governing  boards  and  would  not  fall 
within  the  scope  of  an  EIS  (FEIS  Section  4. 1.3.4). 

3  COMMENT:  What  happens  in  the  event  of  an  accidental  or  intentional 
launch? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  76,  comment  1. 

4  COMMENT:  Will  deployment  of  the  Small  ICBM  affect  tourism  in 
Montana? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  67,  comment  2. 

1  COMMENT:  How  accurate  was  the  Air  Force  in  estimating  the 
enrollment  number  of  students  in  Wyoming  when  the  Peacekeeper  was 
deployed? 

RESPONSE:  The  FEIS  for  the  Peacekeeper  in  Minuteman  Silos 

program  in  Wyoming  cited  a  projected  peak  student  enrollment  of  622 
students  for  Laramie  County  School  District  No.  1  (LCSD  No.  1)  with 
an  additional  180  students  projected  for  other  counties  in  the  ROI. 
The  actual  Peacekeeper-related  LCSD  No.  1  enrollment  was  around 
400  in  1986,  partly  because  of  the  economic  slowdown  in  the  energy 
sector. 

2  COMMENT:  How  is  the  money  provided  during  the  period  when  there 
is  a  "lag”  due  to  shortfall  in  local  government  financing?  If  money  is 
borrowed  from  some  other  source,  what  about  the  interest  it  would 
have  gained  had  it  stayed  in  a  particular  account.  Will  the  FEIS 
address  such  material? 

RESPONSE:  Current  expenses  of  local  governments  are  generally 
funded  by  existing  cash  accounts  or  through  short-term  borrowing.  As 
revenues  accumulate  over  an  accounting  period,  the  cash  accounts  of 
the  jurisdiction  are  restored  to  their  original  levels  and/or  the  short¬ 
term  debt  is  retired.  In  the  case  where  insufficient  revenues  are 
accumulated  over  the  accounting  period,  the  cash  balance  of  a 
jurisdiction  (for  that  accounting  period)  is  reduced  by  the  amount  of 


E-55 


104 

104 


104 


104 


105 


105 


the  shortfall.  These  deficits  are  generally  made  up  in  the  ensuing 
fiscal  year  by  increasing  the  local  mill  levy,  raising  other  rates  (such 
as  fines,  fees,  charges  for  services)  or  other  similar  revenue¬ 
generating  mechanisms.  Cash  held  by  a  jurisdiction  is  often  held  in 
interest-bearing  accounts.  As  these  monies  are  used,  the  jurisdiction 
will,  in  fact,  suffer  lost  interest  revenue.  The  effects  of  revenue 
shortfalls  to  the  local  governments  in  the  Great  Falls  area  have  been 
identified  as  significant  impacts  in  FEIS  Section  4. 1.2.6. 

3  COMMENT:  Are  the  public  hearings  responsive  to  citizens'  concerns? 
RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  93,  comment  2. 

4  COMMENT:  Does  Congress  consider  EIS  results  in  determining 
whether  to  fund  such  a  project? 

RESPONSE:  The  FEIS  has  been  accomplished  at  the  direction  of  the 
Congress  in  accordance  with  regulations  of  the  President's  Council  on 
Environmental  Quality.  The  primary  purpose  for  preparing  an  EIS  is  to 
identify  the  environmental  consequences  of  the  Proposed  Action  and 
alternatives,  thus  alerting  the  agency  decision-maker,  the  public,  and 
ultimately  the  Congress  and  the  President  to  the  environmental 
effects  involved.  This  document  is  only  one  tool  to  aid  the  Congress 
and  the  President  on  actions  such  as  funding  for  a  project. 

5  COMMENT:  Montanans  voted  against  deployment  of  any  more  nuclear 
missiles  in  Montana.  Is  this  being  considered  by  Congress? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  46,  comment  1. 

6  COMMENT:  Concerned  about  severe  impacts  on  the  Great  Falls 
Public  Schools  system  due  to  the  Small  ICBM.  Impacts  include  building 
of  an  elementary  school,  reopening  of  schools,  staffing,  boundary 
changes,  and  busing.  These  options  are  too  costly. 

RESPONSE:  When  the  Air  Force  decides  which  deployment  alternative 
will  be  implemented  a  record  of  decision  will  be  prepared  which  will 
state  what  specific  mitigation  measures  will  be  adopted.  An 
Intergovernmental  Small  ICBM  Working  Group  comprised  of 
representatives  from  city  government,  county  commissioners,  state 
agencies,  officials  from  Malmstrom  AFB,  and  other  U.S.  Air  Force 
officials  has  been  established  to  provide  a  coordinated 
intergovernmental  approach  to  the  exchange  of  resource  information 
pertinent  to  the  proposed  Small  ICBM  program  in  Montana  and  to 
consider  what  specific  mitigation  measures  will  be  adopted. 

1  COMMENT:  Concerned  about  the  conclusion  that  impacts  on 

deployment  area  roads  would  be  low  and  not  significant. 

RESPONSE:  Long-duration  impacts  on  deployment  area  roads  have 
been  revised  to  low  and  significant  (FEIS  Section  4.3.2.1). 

2  COMMENT:  Practice  driving  and  deployment  onbase  appears 

impractical  for  reliability  of  the  HML  and  skill  of  the  crew.  What  is 
your  confidence  level  in  crew  reliability? 

RESPONSE:  The  Air  Force  has  great  confidence  in  crew  reliability. 
The  HML  vehicle  operations  training  area  at  Malmstrom  AFB  would 
duplicate  field  conditions.  It  will  be  used  daily,  under  all  weather 
conditions,  in  both  daylight  and  darkness.  As  many  as  six  training 
vehicles  may  be  operated  at  the  same  time.  The  vehicles  would 
operate  on  a  variety  of  surfaces  and  terrains,  and  would  achieve  speeds 
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up  to  50  miles  per  hour  on  a  training  track.  An  off-road  area  would  be 
used  for  HML  emplacements  (the  "digging-in”  operation  by  which 
HMLs  harden  against  attack).  The  training  area  may  be  used 
approximately  240  days  per  year.  In  addition,  the  HML  vehicle 
operations  training  area  may  be  used  for  road  testing  following  routine 
HML  maintenance. 

105  3  COMMENT:  What  reassurances  can  you  give  that  the  HMLs  will  not 

move  from  launch  facilities  more  than  once  annually? 

RESPONSE:  The  Air  Force  prefers  to  leave  the  HMLs  in  place  as  long 
as  possible.  It  is  not  expected  that  all  HMLs  would  require  major 
maintenance  even  once  a  year.  It  is  an  average  value  based  on 
engineering  judgment. 

105  4  COMMENT:  What  is  the  configuration  of  the  transporter?  If  the  axle 

load  is  above  18,000  pounds,  what  will  be  the  impacts  on  the  roads? 

RESPONSE:  The  HML  will  be  transported  in  such  a  manner  as  to 
ensure  that  the  loading  on  each  axle  is  below  18,000  pounds,  will  meet 
state  standards,  and  will  not  cause  additional  impacts  on  roads. 

105  5  COMMENT:  How  often  will  the  HML  be  moved  in  and  out  of  its 

protective  shelter  for  maintenance.  What  will  be  the  noise  impact  of 
the  large  1,200-horsepower  engines  running?  Where  does  the  HML 
engine  sit  on  your  decibel  levels  cited  on  page  3-202.  HML  engine 
noise  not  adequately  discussed. 

RESPONSE:  As  a  part  of  the  maintenance  program,  the  HML  will  be 
moved  in  and  out  of  its  protective  enclosure  periodically.  Major 
maintenance  will  be  performed  at  the  Integrated  Maintenance 
Complex,  an  enclosed  onbase  facility.  The  CV12-1200  engine  at  full 
power  (2,300  RPM)  will  have  an  85  dBA  noise  level  at  a  distance  of 
50  feet.  Noise  will  be  reduced  considerably  when  engines  are  placed 
into  the  vehicles  because  of  various  noise  reduction  techniques.  The 
HML  engine  noise  is  less  than  a  freight  train  noise  of  95  dBA  at  50  feet 
and  motorcycle  noise  of  106  dBA  at  50  feet. 

105  6  COMMENT:  The  Small  ICBM  has  recently  been  increased  from 

30,000  to  37,000  pounds  to  accommodate  penetration  aids  and/or 
possibly  a  second  warhead.  Have  you  considered  the  impact  of  a 
second  warhead? 

RESPONSE:  The  Congress  has  directed  deployment  of  a  single 

warhead  missile  weighing  approximately  37,000  pounds  and  this  was 
used  in  the  analysis.  Environmental  impacts  of  the  peacetime 
operation  are  independent  of  the  number  of  warheads  or  penetration 
aids  and  are  not  analyzed  in  this  EIS. 

106  1  COMMENT:  Does  the  term  "aggregate"  include  sand  and  gravel? 

RESPONSE:  The  term  "aggregate"  as  well  as  the  aggregate  numbers 
shown  in  FEIS  Figure  4.10.2-3  and  Table  4.10.2-1  include  sand  and 
gravel  which  will  be  used  to  produce  concrete  for  road  surfacing  and 
construction  activities. 

106  2  COMMENT:  Has  a  requirement  for  riprap  been  determined? 

RESPONSE:  No.  The  need  for  riprap  (heavy,  irregular  rocks  used  to 
stabilize  slopes  along  roads  and  embankments)  during  program 
construction  activities  has  not  been  determined.  The  numbers  shown 
in  FEIS  Figure  4.10.2-3  and  Table  4.10.2-1  do  not  include  material 
requirements  for  riprap. 


E-57 


106 


3 


106 


106 


106 


107 


108 


108 


COMMENT:  During  initial  scoping,  4.5  million  tons  of  material  were 
required  for  the  program.  In  the  DEIS,  only  approximately  3.0  million 
tons  of  material  were  identified.  What  dropped  the  requirements  by 
1.5  million  tons  and  what  is  the  margin  of  error  on  the  3.0  million  ton 
estimate? 

RESPONSE:  The  difference  in  required  aggregate  is  the  result  of  the 
ongoing  analysis  which  reduced  the  number  of  miles  of  T/E  routes  that 
would  need  to  be  upgraded  to  accommodate  the  Small  ICBM  system  in 
Montana. 

4  COMMENT:  After  deployment  won't  there  be  an  increase  in  baseline 
demand  for  road  and  site  maintenance?  If  so,  do  you  have  an  estimate? 

RESPONSE:  The  Air  Force  has  identified  its  requirements  and  is 
working  with  federal,  state  and  local  agencies  through  the  Defense 
Access  Road  needs  program  to  determine  measures  to  meet  those 
requirements.  This  process  will  determine  the  extent  to  which  the  Air 
Force  will  assist  local  agencies  in  road  maintenance  and  snow  removal 
activities.  Once  the  decisions  have  been  made,  these  measures  will 
become  part  of  the  Proposed  Action  (FEIS  Section  4.3. 1.4). 

5  COMMENT:  Will  the  Air  Force  take  an  active  part  in  determining 
where  new  aggregate  pits  will  be  located  and  select  the  aggregate 
sources  for  specific  portions  of  the  project;  or  will  the  procurement  of 
an  aggregate  source  be  left  up  to  the  construction  contractor? 

RESPONSE:  While  the  Air  Force  may  have  a  part  in  choosing  the 
contractors  who  will  supply  the  aggregate  for  the  program,  the 
decision  on  the  locations  of  pits  or  aggregate  sources  will  likely  be 
made  by  the  construction  contractor  or  the  landowner  whose  property 
has  been  leased  for  aggregate  production. 

6  COMMENT:  The  Bureau  of  Land  Management  would  like  to  work 
closely  with  the  Air  Force  on  this  program,  including  the  handling  of 
additional  permitting  activity. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

1  COMMENT:  New  information  on  the  bald  eagle  requires  further 
consultation. 

RESPONSE:  The  Air  Force  has  entered  into  consultation  with  the  U.S. 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  and  the  Montana  Department  of  Fish, 
Wildlife  and  Parks  concerning  the  bald  eagle  nest  near  launch  facility 
1-7.  This  information  has  been  incorporated  in  FEIS  Section  4.8. 2. 5. 
Because  of  the  distance  of  the  launch  facility  from  the  nest,  impacts 
are  expected  to  be  negligible. 

1  COMMENT:  What  equivalent  spending  for  the  Small  ICBM  can  be  used 
on  food,  clothing,  education,  housing,  and  health  care  services? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  3,  comment  1. 

2  COMMENT:  Have  you  a  comparison  of  long-term  gains  resulting  from 
civilian  sector  jobs  instead  of  short-term  military  jobs? 

RESPONSE:  Of  the  direct  employment  increase  of  3,100  jobs  during 
the  operations  phase,  approximately  30  positions  will  be  civilian 
workers.  In  addition,  approximately  1,250  indirect  jobs  are  estimated 
to  be  created  which  would  all  be  filled  by  civilian  workers. 
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3  COMMENT:  Can  civilian  radio  frequencies  set  off  the  Small  ICBM 
accidentally  as  it  is  being  transported? 

RESPONSE:  The  Small  ICBM's  electronic  systems  are  not  affected  by 
civilian  radio  frequencies.  The  Small  ICBM  can  only  be  activated  by 
specially  encoded  signals. 

4  COMMENT:  Where  can  you  safely  store  radioactive  materials? 

RESPONSE:  Warheads  are  stored  and  guarded  in  secure  weapons 

storage  areas  on  Malmstrom  AFB.  There  will  be  no  nuclear  wastes 
produced  or  stored  as  a  result  of  deployment  of  the  Small  ICBM. 

5  COMMENT:  What  do  you  plan  to  do  with  materials  from  inactivated 
warheads? 

RESPONSE:  Deactivated  warheads  are  returned  to  the  U.S. 

Department  of  Energy. 

6  COMMENT:  How  do  you  address  the  safety  of  the  planet  20,000  years 
from  now  as  a  result  of  storage  of  radioactive  wastes? 

RESPONSE:  There  are  no  nuclear  wastes  produced  by  the  Small  ICBM 
at  Malmstrom  AFB.  For  decommissioning  of  nuclear  warheads  and 
disposition  of  associated  radioactive  materials  see  FEIS  Chapter  5.0 
for  reference  to  appropriate  environmental  documentation. 

7  COMMENT:  How  can  you  assure  the  public  that  you  are  "making  the 
world  safe"  when  you  add  more  missiles  to  the  already  large  stockpile? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  7,  section  2, 

1  COMMENT:  EIS  is  inadequate  in  assessing  the  vehicular  traffic 
hazards  that  will  develop  when  the  system  becomes  fully  operational. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  105,  comment  1. 

1  COMMENT:  Comment  in  opposition  to  Small  ICBM  deployment  in 
Montana. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

1  COMMENT:  DEIS  lacks  any  specific  mitigation  measures  which  could 
be  implemented  to  address  specifically  impacted  roadway  segments. 

RESPONSE:  Potential  mitigation  measures  have  been  identified  in 
FEIS  Section  4.3.6  and  Appendix  D. 

1  COMMENT:  Opposed  to  Small  ICBM  deployment  in  Montana  because 
of  the  beauty  and  spaceousness  of  the  state  and  the  impacts  it  will 
bring  to  Montanans.  Was  Montana  considered  because  population  ratio 
and  person  to  square  miles  are  low? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  52,  comment  2. 

1  COMMENT:  The  EIS  does  not  address  the  effects  of  a  nuclear 
exchange. 

RESPONSE:  The  EIS  was  prepared  in  response  to  Congressional 

direction,  1986  DOD  Authorization  Act.  Congress  directed  the  Air 
Force  to  address  the  potential  environmental  impacts  of  the  proposed 
deployment  and  peacetime  operation  of  the  Small  ICBM  in  Montana. 

2  COMMENT:  The  EIS  does  not  address  the  effects  of  accidental  launch 
or  detonation  or  intentional  launch. 
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RESPONSE:  System  safeguards  have  been  developed  to  ensure  there  is 
no  possibility  of  accidental  launch  or  detonation.  Analysis  of 
intentional  launch  is  beyond  the  scope  of  the  EIS,  since  the  Congress 
directed  that  only  peacetime  operations  be  addressed. 

3  COMMENT:  Statement  made  that  the  Air  Force  Personnel  Reliability 
Program  is  not  adequate. 

RESPONSE:  See  FEIS  Section  5.I.2.2. 

4  COMMENT:  The  EIS  does  not  address  the  excessive  costs  of  the 
system  to  the  taxpayers. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  3,  comment  1. 

1  COMMENT:  Under  DEIS  Section  4.8.2  and  the  information  on 
Figure  4. 8. 2-1  there  is  a  discrepancy.  The  text  indicates  moderate 
short-duration  impacts  to  aquatic  habitats,  while  the  figure  shows  that 
there  will  be  negligible  impacts. 

RESPONSE:  There  is  no  discrepancy  between  the  text  and  FEIS 
Figure  4.8.2-1.  The  figure  shows  summary  ratings  for  site-specific 
impacts  on  biological  resources  at  launch  facilities.  Many  launch 
facilities  are  not  near  aquatic  habitats  and  impacts  at  these  sites 
would  be  negligible.  The  short-duration  rating  of  moderate  and  not 
significant  is  an  overall  rating  that  considers  the  multiple  impacts  at 
all  sites  (e.g.,  launch  facilities  and  T/E  routes). 

2  COMMENT:  Com  mentor  stated  that  any  amount  of  big  game  severe 
wintering  habitat  that  is  permanently  removed  is  unacceptable. 

RESPONSE:  The  Air  Force  consulted  with  federal  and  state  wildlife 
agencies.  Any  habitat  lost  at  launch  facilities  would  be  small  and 
isolated.  None  of  these  losses  are  expected  to  alter  wildlife  carrying 
capacities  in  any  area. 

3  COMMENT:  What  is  the  basis  for  the  assumption  that  a  recently 
rebuilt  causeway  should  not  require  further  modification  for  the 
program  (DEIS  Section  4.8.2.4)? 

RESPONSE:  This  conclusion  is  based  on  engineering  analysis  that  took 
into  consideration  the  configuration  of  and  wheel  loading  of  the 
vehicle. 

4  COMMENT:  What  criteria  were  used  for  determining  that  sensitive 
habitats  are  "distant"  from  construction  areas? 

RESPONSE:  In  this  case  "distant"  refers  to  areas  that  are  greater  than 
3  miles  from  construction  and  operations  areas. 

5  COMMENT:  Statement  is  made  in  DEIS  Section  4.8.2.4  that  general 
concern  by  natural  resource  managers  for  impacts  to  unique  and 
sensitive  habitats  is  also  expected  to  be  low.  Commentor  wants  to 
know  if  natural  resource  managers  were  asked. 

RESPONSE:  Yes.  State  and  federal  natural  resource  managers  were 
consulted  during  the  development  of  the  EIS,  including  members  of  the 
U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  Montana  Department  of  Fish,  Wildlife 
and  Parks,  Montana  Natural  Heritage  Program,  and  the  Nature 
Conservancy. 

6  COMMENT:  Commentor  needs  clarification  of  DEIS  Section  4.8.3 
which  states  "...which  reduces  the  opportunity  to  avoid  impacts  at  the 
launch  facilities  through  site  selection." 
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RESPONSE:  Proposed  sets  of  launch  facilities  have  been  identified  for 
the  Proposed  Action  and  alternatives  in  the  FEIS.  Environmentally 
sensitive  areas  exist  along  some  of  the  T/E  routes  and  at  some  launch 
facilities.  Therefore,  an  alternative  that  would  use  a  larger  number  of 
launch  facilities  would  have  a  greater  probability  of  using  an 
environmentally  sensitive  area.  Text  in  FEIS  Section  4.8.3  has  been 
revised  accordingly. 

7  COMMENT:  What  means  have  been  used  to  address  the  road  hazard 
with  the  HML  during  blizzard  conditions  when  gravel  roads  do  not 
receive  minimum  necessary  maintenance? 

RESPONSE:  To  assess  the  HML  operations  during  winter  conditions,  a 
winter  test  program  for  operation  of  both  the  HML  and  the  overall 
system  has  been  partially  completed  and  will  be  continued  next 
winter.  So  far  the  vehicle  has  performed  as  expected.  The  vehicle 
was  designed  to  move  off-road,  and  is  expected  to  operate  in  winter 
conditions. 

1  COMMENT:  Comment  opposed  to  any  additional  missile  program. 
RESPONSE:  Noted. 

1  COMMENT:  Comment  opposed  to  missile  deployment  in  Conrad 
because  we  have  enough  missiles  and  firepower. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

1  COMMENT:  Comment  opposed  to  ballistic  missiles  being  placed 
anywhere  in  Montana. 

RESPONSE:  See  responses  to  document  46,  comment  1  and 

document  52,  comment  2. 

1  COMMENT:  Comment  objects  to  the  proposed  Small  ICBM  because 
the  weapons  system  is  not  necessary  for  the  defense  of  the  United 
States. 

RESPONSE:  Noted.  Rationale  for  the  deployment  of  Small  ICBM 
system  in  Montana  is  provided  in  FEIS  Section  1.1. 

1  COMMENT:  Comment  objects  to  Small  ICBM  being  considered  for 
Malmstrom  AFB. 

RESPONSE:  See  responses  to  document  46,  comment  1,  and 

document  52,  comment  2. 

1  COMMENT:  Statement  in  support  of  the  defense  system  needs 
because  of  the  fine  people  in  the  Air  Force. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

1  COMMENT:  The  service  area  map  for  Montana  Power  Company 
(Figure  3. 2. 3-2)  should  be  revised  to  include  portions  of  Flights  F,  G, 
H,  and  T. 

RESPONSE:  The  additional  data  have  been  incorporated  into  the  data 
base  and  the  impact  analysis. 

2  COMMENT:  The  increased  load  associated  with  additions  at  46  launch 
facilities  serviced  by  Montana  Power  Company  would  equal 
approximately  4.6  MW  and  have  a  considerable  impact  on  the 
distribution  network  servicing  the  launch  facilities. 
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RESPONSE:  The  increased  load  associated  with  the  Small  ICBM 
program  for  Montana  Power  Company  has  been  revised  to  reflect  the 
choice  of  sites  for  the  Proposed  Action  and  the  alternatives.  The  new 
load  is  estimated  to  range  from  4.1  to  5.3  MW  and  is  identified  in  FE1S 
Table  4.2. 2-2.  The  Air  Force  has  entered  into  discussions  with  the 
current  electricity  suppliers  to  develop  coordinated  strategies  toward 
meeting  these  demands  and  arriving  at  an  equitable  solution  to 
providing  this  service. 

3  COMMENT:  DEIS  Sections  4.2.2.4  and  4.2.3.4  do  not  address  the 
impact  on  Montana  Power  Company  for  the  increased  load  at  the 
launch  facilities  separately  from  the  increased  load  at  Maimstrom 
AFB. 

RESPONSE:  FEIS  Sec  ion  4.2. 2. 4  has  been  revised  to  reflect  the 
specific  energy  loads  on  Montana  Power  Company  associated  with  the 
proposed  set  of  launch  facilities  for  the  Proposed  Action  and  three 
alternatives. 

1  COMMENT:  Why  doesn’t  the  DEIS  discuss  the  environmental 

consequences  that  could  result  from  the  use  of  the  Small  ICBM? 

RESPONSE:  The  Congress  has  authority  to  exempt  specific  projects, 
in  full  or  in  part,  from  the  requirements  of  NEPA  without  altering  the 
structure  of  the  Act  itself.  In  209(c)(4)  of  the  1986  Department  of 
Defense  Authorization  Act,  the  Congress  directed  the  Air  Force  to 
prepare  administrative  environmental  impact  statements  covering  the 
deployment  of  the  Small  ICBM,  but  limited  the  scope  of  those 
statements  to  the  "deployment  and  peacetime  operation"  of  the 
system. 

2  COMMENT:  Why  doesn't  the  DEIS  discuss  the  global  environmental 
consequences  that  could  result  from  the  use  of  the  Small  ICBM? 

RESPONSE:  No  global  environmental  effects  are  expected  to  result 
from  the  deployment  and  peacetime  operation  of  the  Small  ICBM 
system. 

1  COMMENT:  Concerned  that  the  proposed  program  could  affect  the 
Sun  River  Project  and  that  operation  of  the  missile  system  needs  to  be 
conducted  so  as  to  avoid  any  disruption  of  water  supply  to  the  irrigated 
croplands. 

RESPONSE:  Peacetime  activities  of  the  proposed  program  do  not 
involve  off-road  maneuvers  of  the  HML  in  the  deployment  area.  The 
HML  vehicle  operations  training  area  is  confined  to  an  extension  of 
Maimstrom  AFB,  and  HML  activities  in  the  deployment  area  would  be 
restricted  to  deployment  at  the  launch  facilities  and  movement  from 
the  launch  facilities  to  Maimstrom  AFB  along  T/E  routes.  All  bridges 
along  these  routes  would  be  upgraded,  if  necessary,  to  safely  bear  the 
HML  vehicle.  There  is  a  potential  fer  temporary  disruption  of  water 
supply  to  irrigated  croplands  while  bridge  upgrades  over  canals  are 
being  constructed.  However,  the  construction  contractors  would  be 
required  to  plan  these  upgrades  in  coordination  with  the  appropriate 
irrigation  district  to  avoid  or  minimize  disruption  of  irrigation  water 
supply  (FEIS  Sections  4.9.1.4  and  4.9.2.1). 

2  COMMENT:  Commentor  envisions  problems  with  HML  training 
operations  during  off-road  maneuvers  with  concerns  at  canal  bridges. 
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RESPONSE:  All  testing  will  be  conducted  onbase  and  will  not  pose  any 
threat  to  canal  bridges. 

124  1  COMMENT:  Will  the  local  interstate  highway  system  be  expanded  or 

improved? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  14,  comment  1. 

124  2  COMMENT:  Will  deployment  of  the  Small  ICBM  affect  tourism  in 

Montana? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  67,  comment  2. 

124  3  COMMENT:  Comment  opposed  to  ballistic  missiles  being  placed 

anywhere  in  Montana. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  52,  comment  2. 

124  4  COMMENT:  Could  the  Small  ICBM  program  be  a  bargaining  chip  at 

peace  talk  summits. 

RESPONSE:  These  are  determinations  to  be  made  by  the  President. 

124  5  COMMENT:  Comment  in  opposition  to  deploying  200  Small  ICBMs  in 

north-central  Montana.  Also  would  like  to  get  rid  of  the  Minuteman 
silos. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 
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E.2  Documents  Received 


This  section  includes  all  documents  received  during  or  after  the  public  comment  period. 
The  documents  are  presented  four  sheets  to  a  page  in  the  order  they  were  received  and 
are  assigned  sequential  numbers.  In  all,  125  comment  documents  and  6  public  hearing 
transcripts  have  been  reproduced  in  this  section.  Every  effort  has  been  made  to 
reproduce  all  documents  in  a  clear  and  legible  form.  However,  in  some  cases,  the 
original  documents  were  handwritten  in  pencil  or  light  ink  and  therefore  may  not  have 
reproduced  clearly. 
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jfot*  of  JKonbuia 
BofCmCifuttnait  «— 
?!*{*««  59620 
(406)444  3111 


DOCUMENT  1 


DOCUMENT  2 


Lt.  Col.  Pot t  Walsh 
AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  AFB.  California  IIIN-WI 


Lt.  Col.  Brian  Kuilar,  Dlrsctor 
Environ— ntal  Plannlot  Division 
AERCE-BKS/DEV 

U.S.  Da part— nt  of  tha  Air  Porca 

Norton  Air  Porca  Basa 

San  Bernardino,  CA  92404-6448 


Draft  Environ— ntal  Impact  Stata— nt  -  S— 11  Intarcontiaantal 
Ballistic  Hisaila  at  Hal— trow  Air  Porca  Baaa,  Graat  Palis,  Iff 
Montana  Stata  IGB  Clearinghouse  Pila  No.  HTB70625-749-X 


Daar  Lt.  Col.  Kasslert 

Tha  abova-capt lotted  docu— nt  has  boon  racaivsd.  In  order  to  provlda  noti¬ 
fication  to  part  las  that  —  y  ba  intarastad  In  review  and/or  co— t,  it  will  bo 
listad  in  tha  next  Intargovarn— ntal  Raviaw  Bullatln  issuad  fna  this  of  flea. 

Any  inquiries  or  co— enta  ragarding  tha  doc— ant  will  ba  diractad  to  you. 
Plaasa  provide  copies  of  the  enclosed  suggested  raviaw  fora  to  potential  ravlawars. 
those  you  feel  should  ba  invited  to  cc— nt,  aa  wall  as  to  any  who  — y  request  tha 
opportunity  to  do  so.  Copies  cf  any  coa— nts  received  and  a  copy  of  this  latter 
should  ba  aude  a  part  of  your  file  on  this  proposal.  We  have  asked  that  coa— nts 
be  returned  by  August  21,  1987  as  requested,  and  that  copies  ba  sent  to  tha 
Claaringhousa  for  our  files. 

The  Clearinghouse  intends  to  taka  no  further  action  on  this  doc—  t. 


Dear  Col.  Welsh: 

I  an  writing  in  support  of  tha  deployment  and  operation  of  tha  Saw*  intercom 
tinantal  Ba  His  tic  Missia  in  Central  Montana. 

Tha  possible  boost  to  Montana’s  economy  Is  certainly  a  factor,  but  tha  r— aontng 
goat  far  beyond  this.  Missies  are  already  in  place  and  to  upgrade  is  )ust  a 
logical  succession  of  the  ongoing  process .  Those  in  opposition  sOow  their  naotlon 
to  heap  than  fron  any  typo  of  objective  consideration  of  the  situation.  It's  a 
sad  casmentary  on  this  sac  tor  of  society  to  realize  how  ran  owed  these  people 
are.  To  bacone  Ignorant  of  history's  lessons  is  Irresponsible  at  best.  And  to 
argue  with  those  people  servos  little  purpose,  although  they  do  keep  us  honest. 

Please  do  not  bo  Misled  by  polls  or  election  results  showing  —ferity  opposition. 
It's  my  experience  that  the  negative  voice  is  always  the  loudest  and  amt  active, 
but  do—  not  reflect  nunsrlcai  strength.  Becoming  involved  Is  not  a  weak  suit 
for  this  group. 


I'm  in  continual  contact  with  nany  people 
are  approximately  five  In  favor  for  every 
that  much  of  this  support  Is  pas siva,  and 


and  can  accurately  stata  that  there 
one  in  opposition.  It  is  unfortunate 
will  probably  rhaeln  this  wey. 


SUE  HEATH 

Clearinghouse  Manager 


Richard  Hugh—.  Supt. 

Moore  Public  Schools 
P.O.  Box  1 

Moore,  Montana  5*444 


DOCUMENT  3 


DOCUMENT  4 


Sisters  of  Charity  of  Providence  of  Montana 


July  14,  1987 


Public  Hearing  Officer 
Midgetman  Missiles  Public  Hearing 
c/o  Great  Palls  High  School 
Great  Falls,  MT  59405 


<y.  Id.  IJyt 

Vi 


(tr  M«*r(sr 


I  an  opposed  to  the  installation  of  midgetman  missiles  in 
eastern  Montana.  This  weapon  system  and  other  weapon  aysteas 

a.  escalate  the  anas  race,  increasing  world-wide  instability 
and  contribute  to  the  ‘use  then  or  lose  then"  syndrome? 

b.  cause  billions  of  dollars  to  be  invested  in  military  build¬ 
up  and  billions  not  to  be  invested  in  the  development 

of  normal  civilian  activity;  i.e.,  factories,  farms,  home 
construction,  research  and  develop— nt  for  improving  the 
quality  of  life  on  the  planet; 

c.  increase,  at  an  excesaive  cost  to  the  taxpayer,  the  profits 
of  military  contractors  and  create  a  short-term  and  false 
sense  of  well-being  in  local  economies. 

The  installation  of  the  midgetman  missile  system  is  a  distraction 
and  a  deterrent  to  the  serious  business  of  rebuilding  Montana’s 
agricultural  base.  It  helps  to  keep  Montanans  from  generating 
new  and  clean  Industries  in  their  state  that  will  create  Jobs 
and  build  a  solid  tax  base. 

As  a  nation  and  as  Montanans,  we  need  to  address  the  greater 
good  of  global  security  and  world  peace.  At  the  same  ti— , 
we  need  to  use  our  resources  and  our  ingenuity  to  create  a 
strong  civilian  economy  which  allows  for  politically  feasible 
and  morally  sound  choices. 

I  Join  many  other  Montanans  in  opposing  the  midgetman  system 
and  in  supporting  programs  for  a  peace-time  economy. 

Sincerely  yours. 


^  ^  ,  S  ■  ft 


Kathryn  A.  Rutan,  S.P 
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Coda  340 


United  States  Department  of  the  Interior 

BUACAU  or  INDIAN  AFT  AMS 
•tUJNOa  A—A  OFFICC 
Sia  NomM  lln  *T 
HLUMCt  momtxma  ssioi 
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DOCUMENT  6 
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U.  CoIomI  Pa  Car  Valah 
0.S,  Air  Force,  WR/WV 
Sort—  Air  Force  hN,  Cal  If  oral*  92409 

Dear  Lc.  Coloaal  Welsh; 

Thla  office  ha*  reviewed  th*  Draft  hrirantal  lag— t  I  tat— — t 
(OTIS)  for  tbe  kail  latere— tlaeatal  Sal  11a tic  Klaaila  Freer—  at 
Kal— troa  Air  Force  la—.  There  are  a  few  conear—  —  have  with  the 
atete— at.  The  sect  leu  fa  the  MSI*  which  relate  Co  Satire  4—  ric— 

Rasowrc—  detail  what  la  on  record  with  the  State  Historic  Fra— rvatlon 
Office.  Aleo  Included  are  the  re— its  fr—  projection  the  lecatl—  of 
ertlfacte.  Stetletlcal  project  low  of  r— oarce  locati—  do—  eot 
raff  Ice  to  comply  with  the  let  local  lletorlc  Fre—rvetl—  Act.  Wo 
eeaia—  that  the  aieslle  alt—  ere  la  rerlo—  topographical  regie— .  Ae 
euch,  —  of  the  alt—  umj  be  Mir  drelaegee  or  oa  high  proelaiac— . 

The—  ere—  era  the  tradltlo— 1  a—  ere—,  however,  llthle  scatter, 
with  debit  age,  coop—  rloge,  etc..  —  jr  he  fooed  la  uncoaveatlooal 
ere—. 

We  did  not  find  —at  loo  of  bow  surveys  would  he  coed— ted  on  end 

edjaceat  to  the  expo— loo  of  ex let log  facilities,  or  newly  disturbed  f 

are—.  We  etroogly  race— ad  pedestrian  surveys  he  coeds c ted  hy  a 
qualified  arch—  legist. 

Regarding  the  Geologic  laeourcaa  sect  loo  on  peg#  4-252,  — 
clarification  vouldba  he— ficlal.  The  Level  of  lapace  (LOI)  seder 
'Low  I— act '  etatea  la  pert  that  "Frogr—  dwmaad  plus  ha— 11—  de— ed 
la  la—  th—  the  axletleg  production  capacity."  however.  It  coatla— e 
"existing  producers  way  he  required  to  identify  end  exploit  new  sources 
to  e— t  peek  4— and." 

The  two  sent ernes a  contradict  each  other.  We  believe  the  eecoed 
seateoce  would  be  wore  definitive  If  it  —re  changed  to  "...new  eonre— 
to  —et  ul t lusts  production  volw— The  ea—  ratio— Is  go—  for  the 
stellar  sentences  under  'Moderate  Inpact*. 

-2- 

Queetlo—  or  clarification  requests  can  he  directed  to  Hr.  Richard  J. 

Stef sale. 

Thank  you  for  the  opportunity  to  co— ent  on  the  OTIS. 


July  £i,  1WB/ 


The  following  are  «y  thought*  pertemi'iq  to  T»>w  ;>»  •_ oo'.nd 
Nldgetean  deploys— nt  at  haiaati'oe  hvritarwi.  1  uith  tu  wnt  iun 

that  as  usual*  Col.  Haleb  and  his  staff  did  a  superb  job  in 
presentat ion  and  response. 

There  is  no  question  that  Montana  should  aggressively  support 
the  Nidget—n  deploy— nt  in  our  state.  It’s  construction  and 
operational  phases  esn  do  nothing  other  than  bolster  a  terribly  weak 
ecunoeic  area.  Of  course  there  Mill  be  so—  problem,  but  our 
p rob lee  Mill  be  acre  serious  Mithout  this  project  than  with  it. 

Me  are  a  last  frontier  state  thet  is  re gressing  rather  than 
advancing  in  any  aspect  of  the  lO’ s  or  90*s. 

Me  are  a  only  state  of  — ny  United  States.  Me  cennot  have  a 
—11  around  us  despite  —  ny  atteepts  by  so—  groups  to  —11  up  the 
state. 

Our  tan  base  is  literally  shot.  buildings  co— tract ed  in  the 
last  90  years  are  selling  for  1/4  the  e— —nt  of  construct kng  that 
sa—  structure.  Assessed  values  non  reflect  the—  punch— e  prices 
and  cause  property  tax  reduction.  Our  per  capita  Inn—  is  one  of 
the  lowest  in  the  90  stat—  -  eore  tax  shortfall. 

Our  population  shift  is  to  the  retired  sector  and  students,  not 
wage  earners.  Fewer  tan  payers  and  eore  tax  users.  Our  graduates 
nust  leave  Montana  for  eeploy— nt  elsewhere.  —  get  no  payback  in 
this  CIM. 

Concern  of  tourists?  10.1  Million  tourists  visit  Ban  Antonio  in 
one  year.  Me  don* t  get  that  eany  in  9  years  in  Montana .  The 
eilitary  won't  disrupt  th—  at  all*  in  fact,  they  will  increase  the 
number  of  tourists  visiting  out  state. 

In  short  we  cannot  save  Montana  for  a  few  woneyed  individuals. 

We  a.-u  part  of  the  United  3ta'.Ot..  ! *  ?>.>r  'waders  need  to  use  Montana 

—  use  it  ~  —  need  you  too. 

Sincerely, 

Ira  M.  Kaufman,  Jr. 

Kaufmans  Inc. 


Good  evening.  My  naea  lx  Zarixa  Jackson.  I  ]iv«  m 
Great  Falls  and  xanaga  a  house  full  of  children.  1  ae  very 
pleased  to  be  here  tonight  to  voice  mr  concerns  and 
1  responses  to  the  draft  EIS  and  truly  appreciate  the 

opportunity  to  do  so.  The  first  coe— nt  I  have  Is  that  I 
can't  help  but  think  that  if  the  Air  Forca  were  realty 
Intersted  In  cltlxen  Input  froe  the  DEIS,  it  would  have 
allowed  us  eore  than  20  days  to  read  it  over  . 
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There  are  a  few  things  to  not#  about  this  at  sails. 
First,  it’s  i 1  legal  —  it  violates  the  SALT  1  and  SALT  II 
treaties.  Salt  I  in  1972  included  a  clause  <pushed  for  by 
the  US>  stating  that  any  develop— nt  of  a  mobilm  ICSN  would 
be  seen  as  a  violation  of  the  spirit  of  thn  treaty.  SALT 
II  in  197S  allowed  for  only  one  new  1CBM.  which  has  been 
fulfilled  by  the  MM.  Aside  froe  the  potential  legal 
question,  what's  ieportant  about  this  is  to  roaliso  how  it 
undorotnos  and  goes  against  our  history  of  arcs  control. 

Second,  though  billed  as  a  second  strlko  weapon  (that 
is  ono  dosigned  to  rotallato  aftor  a  first  strike)  it  has 
first  striko  capability*  It  carries  penetration  aids, 
which,  in  a  second  striko  aro  not  neodod  to  penetrate 
Soviet  defenses.  The  eissile  Is  also  extre— ly 
accurate — In  a  second  strike  the  Soviet  silos  are 
eepty — you’re  only  aieing  at  population  centers — that 
degree  of  accuracy  is  unnecessary.  Also  the  scenario  I 
heard  voiced  as  to  how  this  thing  would  bo  launched  see— d 
so  ludicrous  as  to  oaks  it  unworkable  as  a  second  strike 
SYStee.  So  1  really  question  its  doterrence  capability. 

Me  seed  to  have  yet  another  deadly  first  strike  hardened 
silo  buster. 

Which  leads  to  the  third  point,  which  isi  we  already 
have  five  other  weapon  system s  with  deadly  first  strike 
capability.  If  we  develop  and  deploy  another  one.  don't 
you  think  the  Soviets  eight  eee  that  ae  threatening  and 
aggressive?  Doesn’t  that  strike  you  as  a  trifle 
destabilizing  in  the  aree  race?  Escalatorv? 


5 


witlrthig  confusion  and  inconvenience  if  this  eissile  systes 
were  vital  to  our  national  security.  The  fact  is  though 
that  its  deterrent  capability  is  at  best  questionable, 
further  destabilizes  the  ares  race  < which  I  for  one 
consider  extree ely  dangerous),  and  by  the  wav  coots  S9© 
billion  while  it*s  doing  all  this.  If  deployed  this  syst¬ 
em  be  the  aost  expensive  —open  svst—  m  the  history  of 
our  country.  At  a  ti—  of  tre— ndous  federal  deficit,  it 
is  crinlnat  to  spend  S40-S0  billion  to  add  another  200 
warnnads  to  out  already  sue lltng  arsenal.  Just  think  what 
Montana  could  really  do  for  its  state  with  so—  of  that 
eoney.  Make  up  folks — —  don’t  need  this  eissile. 


Reading  through  this  OEIS,  one  is  struck  by  what  a  aess 
Great  Falls  is  going  to  be.  Set— en  tripe  to  and  from  on r 
city  by  MNL  convoys,  safety  and  security  vehicles, 
na i ntenance  vans,  refueling  tankere  and  the  tlkei  not  to 
— ntion  all  the  conetruction  around  the  base.  Great  Falls 
looks  like  it  will  be  a  congested  sain  in  who  neck  to  live 
in  and  travel  through.  Now  l  think  wo  con Id  all  live 


E-66 


EVl-l/t _ _ I  Eva~ 


DOCUMENT  8 


PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  • 
Small  1CBM  Program 
Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base,  Montana 


Organisations 
Maillnf  Atkk** 


Hearing  Location  f+Hs 


/Tcenf  £tiiV  M 


Check  the  appropriate  participant  category : 

public  Designated  Representative  Private  ✓ 

Official _  of  Prints  Organization _  Citizen  t/ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  Question  during  the  hearing.  iX 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments.  _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement.  _ _ / 

Check  here  If  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS.  _ Draft  _ ^  Final 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 

_  Air  Force  Policy  _  Recreation 

“  System  Requirements  _ Visual  Resources 

Employment  _  Cultural  Resources 

Housing  _  Native  American  Resources 

Education  _ Bio  logical  Resources 

Public  Services  _ _ _  ~  Air  Quality 

Public  Finance  _ Noise 

Utilities  _ Water  Resources 

Transportation  _  Geology  and  Soils 

land  Use  _ Safety 

Other  (please  speeify)_  _ _ 

Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparai.on  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  1987  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below. 


** - — - - - T  Off 

rf-»3  ****** — a»i.  Is  mi — m 

p.»  U  J.r  iumraj  L 


Mail  to:  Director  of  Environmental  Planning  Statement!*)  Attached 

AFRCE-B MS/DEV  _  Yea  _ No 

Norton  Air  Force  Base,  California  92409-6448 
•Filling  out  this  form  is  not  required,  but  It  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheet*  before  recognizing 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


DOCUMENT  9 


DOCUMENT  9 


PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  * 
Small  ICBM  Program 
Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base.  Montana 


Additional  Comments: 


Hearing  Location  _ 


D.I.  7-JJ 


Organization:  _ 

Mailing  Address:  /. 


Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

Public  Designated  Representative 

Official  ____  Private  Organization  _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  aak  a  question  during  the  hearing. 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comment*.  _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement.  _ ^ 

Check  here  If  you  wiah  to  receive  an  EIS.  _ _  Draft 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 


Air  Force  Policy 

System  Requirements 

Employment 

Housing 

Education 

Public  Services 

Public  Finance 

Utilities 

Transportation 

Land  Use 

Other  (please  specify) 


_  Recreation 

_  Visual  Resources 

____  Cultural  Resources 

_ Native  American  Resources 

_ Biological  Resources 

Air  Quality 
Noise 

_ Water  Resources 

~ _ Geology  and  Soils 

Safety 


Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Pinal  EIS.  You  may  use  this 
to  juL.. .It  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  oeluw  or  in  an  aliaohed 
statement.  Written  comments  may  alao  be  submitted  In  a  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  1987  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below.  .  . 


-  yOflUvs  Se*a>  w.  - 


'Or  <*/*-  ..  nJLjCZ  <VX«***v  — 

Mail  to:  Directormf  Environmental  Planning  Statements)  Attached 

AFRCE  BMS/OEV  Yes  _ No 

Norton  Air  Force  Base,  California  92409  6448 
•Filling  out  this  form  is  not  required,  but  it  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


DATA  REQUIRED  BY  THE  PRIVACY  ACT  OF  1974 
(S  U.S.C  9SU) 

1.  Authority 

32  U.S.C  SiSSTa,  SSTb.  897,  719a 

2.  Principal  Purpose 

Information  Is  used  to  compile  mailing  lists  for  sending  brochures  and  other  data 
concerning  the  project  to  those  who  might  be  interested. 

3.  Routine  Uses 

A.  Information  la  forwarded  to  Federal,  State,  and  local  agencies,  and  Congressmen. 

B.  Information  is  used  to  compile  mailing  Hate  for  other  projects  in  which  the  person 
supplying  I  ha  information  might  have  an  interest. 

C.  Information  is  compiled  in  a  Record  of  Public  Meeting  and  made  available  to  the  public. 

D.  Names  of  people  and  their  comments  during  the  public  meeting  are  published  in  project 
reports. 

4.  Mandatory  or  Voluntary  Disclosure  and  Effect  on  Individual  Not  Providing  Informal  ion 

Voluntary  -  Failure  to  provide  the  Information  requested  could  result  in  failure  to  receive 
brochures  and  notification  of  further  deveiopmenta. 


Statements)  Attached 
Yes  _ No 


E-67 


DOCUMENT  10 


Organization:  _ 

Moiling  AdAess: 


PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  • 
Small  ICBM  Program 
Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base,  Montana 

Hearing  Location  CRtfi-r  fm  ls  Date  jj. 

_ i L  LJ.S _ J’ _ L  A Vk. _ 

3.109 _ C.*£. _i »  » 

hZ~ Fa-jl;. _  n’J _  ^t'J 


Cheek  the  appropriate  participant  category: 


Public  Designated  Representative 

Official _  of  Private  Organization  _ 

Cheek  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing. 

Cheek  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments.  _ _ 

Cheek  here  if  you  with  to  submit  a  written  statement.  _ ^ 

Check  here  If  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS.  _ Draft 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 


Air  Force  Policy 

System  Requirements 

Employment 

Housing 

Education 

Public  Services 

Public  Finance 

Utilities 

Transportation 

Land  Use 

Other  (please  specify) 


Recreation 
Visual  Resources 
Cultural  Resources 
Native  American  Resources 
Biological  Resources 
Air  Quality 
Noise 

Water  Resources 
Geology  and  Soils 
Safety 


Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  1987  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below. 

iP  *«/  fsr  (2w 


.  JUQt+ee.  X-  Xa  -MSi 

• - 


Mail  to:  Director  of  Environmental  Planning  Statements)  Attached 

AFRCE-BMS/DEV  _  Yes _ No 

Norton  Air  Force  Base,  California  92409-6448 
•Filling  out  this  form  is  not  .required,  but  It  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


DATA  REQUIRED  BY  THE  PRIVACY  ACT  OF  1974 
(9  U.S.C  5S2a) 

1.  Authority 

33  U.S.C  SS557a,  997b,  997.  789a 

2.  Principal  Purpose 

information  is  used  to  compile  mailing  lists  foe  sending  brochures  and  other  feta 
concerning  the  project  to  thooe  who  might  be  interested. 

3.  Routine  Uses 

A.  Information  is  forwarded  to  Federal,  State,  and  local  agencies,  and  Congressmen. 

B.  Information  is  used  to  compile  mailing  lists  for  other  projects  in  which  the  person 
supplying  the  information  might  have  an  interest. 

C.  Information  is  compiled  in  a  Record  of  Public  Meeting  and  made  available  to  the  public. 

D.  Names  of  people  and  their  comments  during  the  public  meeting  are  published  in  project 
reports. 

4.  Mtndatory  or  Voluntary  Disclosure  and  Effect  on  Individual  Not  Providing  Information 

Voluntary  -  Failure  to  provide  the  information  requested  could  result  In  failure  to  receive 
brochures  and  notification  of  further  developments. 


DOCUMENT  11 


DOCUMENT  1 1 


PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  • 

Small  ICBM  Program 
Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base.  Montana 

Hearing  Location  _ Great  Fallft..  Date  20.  July  1987 


Name:  ^iten  Knuds  on 

Organization:  _ 

Wailing  Address:  516. 


516_Rive.rvi.ev  81vd,  __ 
Great  Falla.  IfT  59401. 


Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 


Designated  Representative 
of  Private  Organization 


Private 

Citizen  __X_ 


Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing.  _ 

Cheek  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments. _ _ _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement,  jc 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS.  __  Draft  x_  Final 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 


Air  Force  Policy 

System  Requirements 

Employment 

Housing 

Education 

Public  Services 

Public  Finance 

Utilities 

Transportation 

I  .and  Use 

Other  (please  specify) 


Recreation 
Visuat  Resources 
Cultural  Resource* 

Native  American  Resources 
Biological  Resources 
Air  Quality 
Noise 

Water  Resources 
Geology  and  Soils 
Safety 


Please  turn  in  (his  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  R1S.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how 
ever,  comments  must  he  Submitted  no  fafer  than  August  21,  1987  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below. 

1  Am  a  setong.  proponent  of  military  defense  and  the.  Midge  Loan 
deployment  to  ensure  peace.  If  the.  Congrats  deten&ine_s_jLc  fitting 
and  necessary  to  fund  Mldgetman.  as  I  feel  they  wilt,  we  need  to 
prepare  For  and  support  tn*  deployment' fully . 

X  wi*h  to  complement  the  indepth  preparation  that  hai  gone 
into  the  EIS.  It  was  very  professionally  dope.  Throughput  the 
hearings,  we  are  reassured  that  mitigation  will  be  made  inasmuch 
as  possible  to  lessen  the  detrimental  Impact  on  the  community. 

T  Firmly  believe  this  will  be  done  to  the  maximum  extent  possible 
and  Chat  not  only  will  be  Midget man  bolster  our  NaFlonaT  Defense 
it  will  "  - 

Wall  to:  Director  of  Environmental  Planning  State  mentis)  Attached 

AFRCE  BWS/DKV  Yes  No 

Norton  Air  Force  Base.  California  92409  6448 
•Filling  out  this  form  is  not  required,  but  It  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  wilt 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
personi  who  did  no t.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


Additional  Comments:  positively  benefit  the  Great  Falla  community  and 

area,  »i  well  as  Montana  Ttiel f ■  _ 

_ Having  served  In  da f snag  oLm  country  aud  obssr vsd  devastation 

caused  by  wars  jpfprelgn  countries.  I  am  determined  that  we  have  to 
ensure  our  freedom  and  deterrence  through  a  system  such  as  the  Mldgetj 
It*  Is" apparent  that  others  opposed-  to  tne  system  teel  it  is'  very 
eSpenilvV,  which  It  Is f ‘Wdwevef .  the  price  of  FFIStfSB  £8  Vlglltflde 
*n<r  *trengch .  I  would  much  rather  fund  the~syites>  to~  ensure  TFeedom 
than  allow- our  guard  to  go  down/  “  _ _ 


P-i?a*c  mark. a*  down  as  a  strong  proponent  for  tha  Mldglimaa 
deployment  and  I  shall  welcome  it  with  open  arms,  not  only  because 
ir  T*  necessary  as  a  deterrent  system  for  National  Defense  but  also 
because  i Teel  II  wilT truly  benefit  the  local  economy  and  lead 


because  rTeel  II  wtIT  truly  benefit  the  local  economy- and  lead" 
co_ progress  in  Montana.  I  also  feel,  once  the  dmalBlUffl  X*  made 

unITyi,fbysupporthftfidfPwasnpLcsseoJtf^1ilee|fthe1wayPDT.XWeas^w>sn 

seeding  to  overcome  the  significant  impacts  to  the  school  system 
through  cooperation  and  mltlgatiorTind  fe^l  allT  wili  fall  in  line 
the  same  positive  way. - - - — 


DATA  REQUIRED  BY  THE  PRIVACY  ACT  OF  1974 
(9  U.S.C  992a) 

1.  Authority 

33  U.S.C  S5S97b.  597b,  997.  769s 

2.  Principal  Purpose 

Information  is  used  to  compile  mailing  lists  for  sending  brochures  and  other  feta 
concerning  the  project  to  those  who  mtght  be  interested. 

3-  Routine  Uses 

A.  Information  is  forwarded  to  Federal.  State,  and  local  agencies,  and  Congressmen. 

B.  Information  is  used  to  compile  mailing  lists  for  other  projects  in  which  the  person 
supplying  the  information  might  have  an  interest. 

C.  Information  is  compiled  in  a  Record  of  Public  Meeting  and  made  available  to  the  public. 

D.  Names  of  people  and  their  comments  during  the  public  meeting  are  published  in  project 
reports. 

4.  Mandatory  or  Voluntary  Disclosure  and  Effect  on  Individual  Not  providing  Information 

Voluntary  -  Failure  to  provide  the  information  requested  could  result  In  failure  to  receive 
brochures  aod  notification  of  further  developments. 
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DOCUMENT  12 


DOCUMENT  13 


PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  • 
Small  1C8M  Program 
Malmstrom  Air  Porce  Base,  Montana 


e: - 

6\i  \*  -  '*-* J  -*m<t  HZ£L  <r  _ 

?7*>  f 


Name: 

Organ  itat  ion: 
Mailing  Address: 


Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

Public  Designated  Representative 

Official  _  of  Private  Organization  » 

Cheek  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  ^hearing. 
Check  here  If  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments. 


Private 

Citizens^  j 


Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement  Ni 
Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  ElS.  ____  Draft  Nj  Final 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 

_  Air  Porce  Policy 

" _  System  Requirements 

_ » _  Employment 

| _ Housing 

_ ”  Education 

_  _  '  Public  Services 

Public  Finance 

_ ‘  Utilities 

_ J  Transportation 

_ _  Land  Use 

' _ Other  (please  specify)  a  | _ 

Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requeued  by  hearing  ^ 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  ElS.  You  may  use  thiJ^ 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  1987  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below. 


Recreation 

Visual  Resources 

Cultural  Resources 

Native  American  Resources 

Biological  Resources 

Air  Quality 

Noise 

Water  Resources 
Geology  and  Soils 
Safety 


Director  of  Environmental  Planning 
AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base,  California  92409-6448 


Statement^)  Attached 
Yes  No 


'Filling  out  this  form  is  not  required,  but  it  ia  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEn  * 
Small  ICBM  Program 
Malmstrom  Air  Porce  Base,  Montana 


Hearing  Location  Cj  < 

Ji  ja _ £ki}£(l 


fqtLs  D.t, 


Organization:  ^  1 /)* 

Mailing  Address:  /(  V^  Sp 


Lac*l 


Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 


Public 
Official  _ 


Designated  Representative 
of  Private  Organization _ 


Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing. 
Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments. 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement.  _ 
Check  here  If  you  wish  to  receive  an  ElS.  _ Draft 


Private 

Citizen 


Final 


Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 

_ Recreation 

_  Visual  Resources 

_  Cultural  Resources 

_ Native  American  Resources 

_  Biological  Resources 

_  Air  Quality 

_  Noise 

_  Water  Resources 

_  Geology  and  Soils 

_  Safely 

m* jJj&Mi  r.nk\C£l(ahcH — 

|  Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  ElS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  1987  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below. 


Air  Force  Policy 

System  Requirements 

Employment 

Housing 

Education 

Public  Services 

Public  Finance 

Utilitiea 

Transportation 

Land  Use 

Other  (please  specify 


Director  of  Environmental  Planning 
AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base,  California  92409-6448 


Statementte)  Attached 
_  Yes _ No 


'Filling  out  this  form  is  not  required,  but  it  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


DOCUMENT  14 


DOCUMENT  1! 


/2/an 


PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  • 

Small  ICBM  Program 
Malmstrom  Air  Porce  Base,  Montana 

Hearing  Location  Date 

_ 


PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  • 
Small  (CBM  Program 
Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base,  Montana 


Hearing  Location 


£■:  ’  ■>' 


Organization:  £/3r4/F _ - 

Mailing  Address:  ~ 


Organization: 
Mailing  A 


~-^SV  N  f  JL*  _ 

r  */,L 


Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

Public  Designated  Representative 

Official _  of  Private  Organization  _____ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing. 
Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments. 


Private 

Citizen 


Private 

Citizen 


Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement. 
Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  ElS.  _____  Draft 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 


_»/f ini 


Air  Force  Policy 

System  Requirements 

Employment 

Housing 

Education 

Public  Services 

Public  Finance 

Utilities 

Transportation 

[.and  Use 

Other  (please  specify) 


___  Recreation 

_  Visual  Resources 

_ Cultural  Resources 

Native  American  Resources 
~  Biological  Resources 
"  Air  Quality 
Noise 

Water  Resources 
Geology  and  Soils 
_  Safety 


Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

Public  Designated  Representative 

Official _  of  Private  Organisation _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  daring  the  hearing.  _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments.  _ 

Check  here  If  you  wish  to  submit  e  written  statement.  _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  ElS.  _ Draft  _ 1 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 

_  Air  Force  Policy  _  Recreation 

_  System  Requirements  _  Vis 

_  Employment  _  Cultural  Resources 

_  Housing  _  Native  American 

_  EAieation  _  Biological  Resources 

_  Public  Services  _  Air  Quality 

_  Public  Finance  _  Noise 

_  Utilities  _  Water  Resources 

_  Transportation  _  Geology  and  Soils 

_  Land  Use  _  Safety 

_  Other  (please  specify) _ 


Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  ElS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  1987  and  mailed  to  the 


Please  turn  in  this  aheet  at  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EJ&.  You  may  use  this 
aheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  In  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  1987  and  mailed  to  the 


Id 


HL-i-' 


txiw  r/iakv'  i 


2 


z*lT, 


'-h 


J-&J- 


+fitZt+nt  AjKS  l 


Director  of  Environmental  Planning 
AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base,  California  93409-8448 


Statementte)  Attached 
Yea  No 


•Filling  out  this  form  is  not  required,  but  it  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  In  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


'Filling  out  this  form  la  not  required,  but  It  la  recoin  mended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  thoae  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


E-69 


EV2-1/16  EV2-1/1* 


DOCUMENT  16 


DOCUMENT  17 


PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  • 

Small  ICBM  Program 
Malmatrom  Air  Foret  But,  Montana 

K«arin«  Location  &JR£.A1  FjiliPaf  93  t  J 

jkjaARZ - 5nVQ^B - 


Oganlzatto*:  _ 

Mtitinf  Address:  JL^MJ  E-EJUL  P  ff  - 


J-?&A7  MT. 


Cheek  the  appropriate  participant  eataforyi 


Designated  Repeaaantatlve 
of  Private  Organisation _ 


Public 

Official _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  <jueetk»  during  the  hearing. 
Check  here  If  you  with  to  offer  verbal  comment*.  _____ 

Check  here  If  you  with  to  submit  a  writtea  statement.  _ _ 

Check  here  If  you  with  to  receive  an  1*8.  _ Draft 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply)* 

__  Air  Force  Policy 

_  Syetera  Requirement* 

_  Employment 

_  Housing 

Education 

_  Public  Service* 

'  Public  Finance 

UtUitie* 

_  Tranaportatlon 

_  Lend  Um 

Other  (pieaae  apec!fy)_ 


Private  . 

C  it  lien  LS 


Recreation 

Vieual  Reaourcee 

Cultural  Reaourcee 

Native  American  Reaourcea 

Siologlcal  Reaourcea 

Air  Quality 

Mokee 

Water  Raeourcea 

Geology  and  Soil* 

Safety 


Please  turn  in  thia  sheet  aa  requested  by  the  hearing  off  leer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EtS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  In  the  space  provided  below  or  In  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comment*  may  also  be  submitted  In  a  letter  or  other  format;  how- 
evar,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  11,  1997  and  mailed  to  the 


Mail  to:  Director  of  Environmental  Planning 
AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Baae,  California  I1UM14I 
•Filling  out  thia  form  (a  not  required,  but  it  ta  recommended.  The  hearing 
call  on  thoac  who  have  completed  and  turned  In  comment  sheet*  be  on 
persona  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


Statement^)  Attached 
Tea  No 


leer  will 
cognising 


PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  • 
hmatl  "~h\* 

Malmatrom  Air  force  Base,  Montana 


Hearing  Location 


Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

Public  Designated  Representative 

Official _  of  P.ivate  Organization  _ 

Check  here  If  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing. 
Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments. 


Private 

Citizen 


Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  s  written  statement.  _ 
Check  here  If  you  wish  to  receive  an  EOL  _ _ Draft 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 


Air  Force  Policy 
“  System  Requirements 
Employment 
Housing 
Education 
Pafciic  Services 
Public  Finance 
Utilities 
Transportation 
“  Land  Use 

Other  (pieaae  specrfy)_ 

turn  in  this  sheet  aa  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

imenta  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  uae  this 


Recreation 
Visual  Resources 
Cultural  Resources 
Native  American  Resources 
Biological  Resource* 

Air  Quality 
Noise 

Water  Reaourcea 
Geology  and  Soils 
Safety 


Pleas 
Written 

sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  spar*  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  1997  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below.  _  .  _  _  _.i 

/V  ill _ Tfr  t% _ Ut _ _ Out  'w/g _ cj'K 


Mail  to:  Director  of  Environmental  Planning  Statements)  Attached 

AFRCE-BMS/DEV  >jjtYe*  _  Wo 

Norton  Air  Force  Baae,  California  92409-4449  ^ 

•Filling  out  thia  form  is  not  required,  but  it  la  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  In  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
persona  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


DOCUMENT  18 


DOCUMENT  19 


PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  • 
Smell  ICBM  Program 
Malmatrom  Air  Force  Baae.  Montana 


Hearing  Location  Fa)il  Date  jjf 

Name:  ''fertfS.y  kouSQ^ _ 

Organisation:  ___ _ _ _ . _ f _ .  ... 

Mailing  Address:  'V"'r  A  _Ju_ 


PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  • 

Small  ICBM  Program 
Malmatrom  Air  Force  Base,  Montana 

Hearing  Location -  Date  7  f&/%1 

\  _ 

Organization:  _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 

Mailing  Address:  Icxyf  _  S-U*. _ 


Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

Public  Designated  Representative 

Official _  of  Private  Organization  _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing. 
Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments. 


Private  v 
Citizen  A 


Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement.  _ 
Check  here  If  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS.  _ Draft 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (chock  all  that  apply): 


Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

Public  Designated  Representative 

Official _ _  of  Private  Organization  _ _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing. 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments. _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement. _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS.  _ Draft 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 


Private 

Citizen 


Air  Force  policy 

System  Requirements 

Employment 

Housing 

Education 

Public  Services 

Public  Finance 

Utilities 

Transportation 

land  Use 

Other  (please  specify) 


_  Recreation 

_ Visual  Resources 

_ Cultural  Resources 

_  Native  American  Reaourcea 

_  Biological  Resources 

_  Air  Quality 

_  Noise 

_ _ Water  Resources 

_ Geology  and  Soils 

_ _ _  Safety 


Air  Force  Policy 

System  Requirements 

Employment 

Housing 

Educat  ion 

Public  Services 

Public  Finance 

Utilities 

Transportation 

Land  Use 

Other  (please  specify)  _ 


_  Recreation 

_ Visual  Resources 

_ _  Cultural  Resources 

.  _  Native  American  Resources 

_ Biological  Resources 

_ _ ~  Air  Quality 

_ _  Noise 

Water  Resources 

_ _  Geology  and  Soils 

_  __  Safety 


Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  In  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  1997  and  malted  to  the 


Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  eommenti  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  In  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever.  comments  must  be  submitted  no  latr<*  than  August  21,  1997  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below. 

g3uj . “7m*  * ~v- »4 

xJ/ZMbs*. __A4s » >»y  ~TB  uOHj 

A  _ TH*±  _ 


Mail  to: 


Norton  Air  Force  Rase.  California  92409-4441 
•Filling  out  this  form  is  not  required,  but  it  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 

call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  In  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 

persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


Statement(s)  At' 
Yes 


Attpcht 

y^Ho 


Director  of  Environmental  Planning 
AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base.  California  92409-4449 
•Filling  out  this  form  is  not  required,  but  It  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  yon  for  your  cooperation. 


E-70 


DOCUMENT  20 


DOCUMENT  21 


PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  • 
Small  ICBM  Program 
Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base,  Montana 


PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  • 
Small  ICBM  Program 
Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base.  Montana 


Hearing  Location  r 


■  9/Wy? 


Organisation:  Q  - - - 

Mailing  Address:  _ , _ 

>7,  /Va  Mi-  s 

Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

Public  Designated  Representative  Private  si 

Official _  of  Private  Organization _  Citizen 

Check  here  If  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing.  _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments.  _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement.  _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS.  _ Draft  _ Final 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 

_  Air  Force  Policy  V  Recreation 

_  System  Requirements  _  Visual  Resources 

_  Employment  _  Cultural  Resources 

y  Housing  _  Native  American  Resources 

Education  _  Biological  Resources 

_ Public  Services  _  Air  Quality 

V~  Public  Finance  _  Noise 

r  Utilities  _  Mate'  Resources 

_  Transportation  _  Geology  and  8olls 

'  Land  Use  _ _ _  Safety 

Other  (please  specify) _ 

Please  turn  In  this- sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  uae  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  1997  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below,  ,  l  st  I  I  ✓ 


Hearing  Location  _  Date  7/feg*/&7 

Name:  fll/trie-  L  _  _ 

Organization: 

Mailing  Address:  _ 13^ _ _  _ _ 

Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

Public  Designated  Representative  Private 

Official _  of  Private  Organization  _  Citizen  y' 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing.  ______ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments.  _ _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement. 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS.  Draft  ✓  Final 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 

Air  Force  Policy  _  Recreation 

_ System  Requirements  _  Visual  Resources 

_  Employment  _ Cultural  Resources 

~ _ Housing  _  Native  American  Resources 

_  Education  '  Biological  Resources 

_  _  Public  Services  _  Air  Quality 

'  Public  Finance  _ Noise 

_ Utilities  _ Water  Resources 

_  Transportation  _ Geology  and  Soils 

_ ”  Land  Use  _  Safety 

_  Other  (please  specify) _ _ 

Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  **ot  meets  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  1987  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below. 


Recreation 

Visual  Resources 

Cultural  Resources 

Native  American  Resources 

Biological  Resources 

Air  Quality 

Noise 

Water  Resources 
Geology  and  Soils 
Safety 


_zg m*kj6se_. 


Mail  to:  Director  of  Environmental  Planning 
AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base,  California  92409-6448 


Statement(s)  Attached 
_  Yes  s^No 


'Filling  out  this  form  is  not  required,  but  It  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  thoae  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


Mail  to:  Director  of  Environmental  Planning  Statement(s)  Attached 

AFRCE-BMS/DEV  __  Yes  _ No 

Norton  Air  Force  Base,  California  92409-6448 
'Filling  out  this  form  is  not  required,  but  it  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


DOCUMENT  22 


DOCUMENT  2’ 


PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  * 

Small  ICBM  Program 
Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base,  Montana 

Hearing  Location  /J U.*  ^Datc  j/t*/  fp 

Name:  _ _ 

Organization: _ _ 

Mailing  Address:  27 rE^t/  PA _ _ _ _ _ 

_ _ _ _ _ 

Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

Public  Designated  Representative  Private 

Official  _  of  Private  Organization  _____  Citizen  1 — 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing. _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments.  _ _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement.  _ _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS.  _  Draft  _ _  Final 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 


Air  Force  Policy 

System  Requirements 

Employment 

Housing 

Education 

Public  Services 

Public  Finance 

Utilities 

Transportation 

Land  Use 

Other  (please  specify) 


Recreation 

Visual  Resources 

Cultural  Resources 

Native  American  Resources 

Biological  Resources 

Air  Quality 

Noise 

Water  Resources 
Geology  and  Soils 
Safety 


Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  hy  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  1987  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below.  . 


At tj- 


* 

_JU- 

t  </  director  of  Environmental! 


AFRCE-BMS/DEV 
Norton  Air  Force  B» 


Planning 


StatemenHs)  Attached 
Yes  No 


.  California  92409  6448 


•Filling  out  this  form  is  not  required,  but  it  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 

.  .  . . .  .  J  .  ..  -nent  sheets  before  recognizing 

persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 

J>  y.  ffj  1C  BK 


PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  ' 

Small  ICBM  Program 
Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base,  Montana 

Hearing  Location  5dls  D*te  7-3?- $7 

_ _  -Vl-C.-.-W _ 


Organization:  _ 

Mailing  Address:  3S  Z.O  , 


Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

Public  Designated  Representative 

Official  _____  of  Private  Organization  _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing. 

Check  here  ir  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments.  _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement. _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS.  ___  Draft 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 


Air  Force  Policy 

System  Requirements 

Employment 

Housing 

Education 

Public  Services 

Public  Finance 

Utilities 

Transportation 

Land  Use 

Other  (please  specify) _ 


_ Recreation 

_ _  Visual  Resources 

Cultural  Resources 

_ Native  American  Resources 

Biological  Resources 

Air  Quality 

Noise 

~  Water  Resources 

_ Geology  and  Soils 

Safety 


Please  turn  In  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  1987  and  mailed  to  the 


!  3  uW  ML  U— c.  » 

-Zj*>  y  W  C.M  A.V 


Mall  to:  Director  of  Environmental  Planning  Statement(s)  Attached 

AFRCE-BMS/DEV  Yes  W  No 

Norton  Air  Force  Rase,  California  92409  6448 
•Filling  out  this  form  is  not  required,  but  it  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recogniz  ng 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


E-71 


EV2-1/24  EV2-1/22 


DOCUMENT  24 


DOCUMENT  25 


PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  • 

Smell  ICBM  Program 
Malmstrom  Air  Force  But,  Montana 

Hearing  Local!  Date  2-JOr-Sl 

■■■  gqjUu*)  Q _ _ 


Name: 
Organization: 
Mailing  Address: 


Chech  the  appropriate  participant  category: 


Public 

Official 


Designated  Representative 
of  Private  Organization  _ _ 


Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing. 
Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments. 


Private  , 
Citizen 


Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement.  5 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS.  _ Draft  ^  Final 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 


Air  Force  Policy 

System  Requirements 

Employment 

Housing 

Education 

Public  Services 

Public  Finance 

Utilities 

Transportation 

I-and  Use 

Other  (please  specify) 


Recreation 

Visual  Resources 

Cultural  Resources 

Native  American  Resources 

Biological  Resources 

Air  Quality 

Noise 

Water  Resources 
Geology  and  Soils 
Safety 


Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  use  thia 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21.  1987  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below. 


Director  of  Environmental  Planning 
AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base,  California  92409-8448 


8tatemant(s)  Attached 
_  Yes  _ No 


•Filling  out  this  form  is  not  required,  but  it  la  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  * 
Smalt  ICBM  Program 
Malm strom  Air  Force  Base,  Montana 


Hearing  Location  6— t  F-ll  1 

Name:  _ — _ _ 

Organisation: _  _ 

Mailing  Address*  3  __  A 


Date 


/Jy  <  __V _ 


Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

Public  Designated  Representative 

Official _  of  Private  Organisation _ 

Check  here  if  you  with  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing. 
Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments. 


Private  , 
Citizen  j/ 


Check  here  If  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement. 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS.  __ _ Draft 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 


Air  Force  Policy 

System  Requirements 

Employment 

Housing 

Education 

Public  Services 

Public  Finance 

Utilities 

Transportation 

Land  Use 

Other  (please  specify) 


Recreation 

_ _ Visual  Resources 

_  Cultural  Resources 

_ _ Native  American  Resources 

_  Biological  Resources 

_ Air  Quality 

,  Noise 

_  Water  Resources 

_ _ Geology  and  Soils 

_  Safety 


Please  turn  In  this  sheet  as  requested  by  'he  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  he  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  1997  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below.  . 


Director  of  Environmental  Planning 
AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base,  California  92409-8448 


Statement;*)  Attached 
__  Yes  No 


•Filling  out  this  form  is  not  required,  but  it  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognising 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


DOCUMENT  26 


OOCUMENT  27 


PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  • 
Small  ICBM  Program 
Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base,  Montana 


Hearing  Location _ _ _ 

Name:  /w JjftP  A  _  , JO tf-O  _ 

Organization:  _ 

Mailing  Address: 


PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  • 
Small  ICBM  Program 
Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base,  Montana 


•36  <30  S'  J!v£  ..  Sfmr'  . 


jut: _ *S~rvZljr 


Hemrin*  Location 

M  Tkof  i  1 _ 

Organization: 

Mailing  Address: 


,4-  p7>k  Date  7j t^/8  7 


*  4&1A  l< 


Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 


public 
Official  _ 


Designated  Representative 
of  Private  Organization _ 


Private 

Citizen 


Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ssk  a  question  during  the  hearing. 
Check  here  If  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments. 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement!  V 

Check  here  If  you  wish  to  receive  en  EIS.  _ Draft 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 

_ _ Air  Force  Policy 

System  Requirements 

"77.  Employment 

_ * _  Housing 

~ _  Education 

2  Public  Services 

_  Public  Finance 

Utilities 

_  Transportation 

_ '_7  Land  Use 

Other  (please  specify) _ 


Recreation 
Visual  Resources 
’  Cultural  Resources 
Native  American  Resources 
Biological  Resources 
Air  Quality 
Noise 

Water  Resources 
Geology  and  Soils 
Safety 


Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

Public  Designated  Representative 

Official _  of  Private  Organization _ 

Check  her*  if  you  wish  to  ssk  a  question  during  the  hearing. 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comment*.  _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement. 
Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS. _ Draft 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  ail  that  apply): 

_ Air  Force  Policy  . _ 

_  System  Requirements 

_ Employment  __  _ 

_  Housing  _ _ _ 

_  Education 

_  Public  Services  7 

7 Public  Finance  _ 

_  Utilities  _____ 

Transportation  _ " _ ' 

_ Land  Use  _ _ 

_ Other  (please  specify) _ _  _77! _ ! 


Private 

Citizen 


~-Jn 


Recreation 

Visual  Resources 

Cultural  Reaourcea 

Native  American  Resources 

Biological  Resources 

Air  Quality 

Noise 

Water  Resources 
Geology  and  Soils 
Safety 


Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  In  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  1917  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below. 


- -7Z0A4  */  - 


Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  uae  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21.  1987  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below. 

_ _  _ _ 

-  X  Jg  &-U+  tkiA  K-  ±L-LtL,  utjjji  .  -  »iyi  _ 

4. MLfaCiJ.  - _  ...  _ 


Statement!*)  Attached 
Yea  __  No 


Mail  to:  Director  of  Environmental  Planning 
AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base.  California  92409-8448 
•Filling  out  this  form  is  not  required,  but  It  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  In  comment  sheet*  before  recognising 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


Director  of  Environmental  Planning 
AFRCE  BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Rase,  California  92409  8441 


Statement!*)  Attached 
Yes  .  No 


•Pilling  out  thi*  form  l*  not  required,  but  it  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


E-72 


DOCUMENT  26 


DOCUMENT  29 


PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  • 
Small  ICBM  Program 
Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base,  Montana 


Mailing  Address: 


t-rs 


PUBLIC  KEAR1NC  COMMENT  SHEET  * 

Small  ICBM  Program 
Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base,  Montana 

Hearing  Location  Pate 

Name:  _  _ A/sfd  _ _ ^ _ 

Organisation:  g  _ 1\3!yLl£-££lL 

Mailing  Address:  J» _ _ _ „ _ 

g^«a/  gjA  AT  t _ SMt£- _ 


1 


Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

Public  Designated  Representative  Private 

Official _  of  Private  Organization _ ___  *  Citizen 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing.  _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments. 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement. _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  E1S.  _  Draft  _ Final 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 


Air  Force  Policy 
System  Requirements 
Employment 
Housing 
Education 
Public  Services 
Public  Finance 
’  Utilities 
Transportation 
Land  Use 
Other  (please  specify)  „  _/ 


Recreation 

Visual  Resources 

Cultural  Resources 

Native  American  Resources 

Biological  Resources 

Air  Quality 

Noise 

Water  Resources 
Geology  and  Soils 
Safety 


Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  offi«?er. 


Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

Public  Designated  Representative  Private 

Official _  of  Private  Organization  A  A  K  P  Citizen 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  bearing.  _ 

Check  here  If  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments.  _____ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement.  _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS.  _ Draft  _  Final 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 

_ Air  Force  Policy 

_  System  Requirements 

_  Employment 

_  Housing 

_  Education 

_  Public  Services 

” _  Public  Finance 

^  Utilities 

Transportation 

_ ‘  Land  Use 

Other  (please  specify) 

Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 


Recreation 

Visual  Resources 

Cultural  Resources 

Native  American  Resources 

Biological  Resources 

Air  Quality 

Noise 

Water  Resources 
Geology  and  Soils 
Safety 


Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format:  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  1987  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below. 


Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  1917  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below. 


Mail  to:  Director  of  Environmental  Planning  Statement(s)  Attached 

AFRCE-BMS/DEV  w^-Tes  _ No 

Norton  Air  Force  Base,  California  92409-6448 

•Filling  out  this  form  is  not  required,  but  it  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will  pi 

call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  In  comment  sheets  before  recognizing  M 

persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation.  ^5 

i 

> 

w 


DOCUMENT  30 


Mail  to:  Director  of  Environmental  Planning  Statement(s)  Attached 

AFRCE-BMS/DEV  _  Yes  _ No 

Norton  Air  Force  Base,  California  92409-8448 

•Filling  out  this  form  is  not  required,  but  it  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  wilt  0 

call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognizing  m 

persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation.  ^ 

i  ! 
M 
> 
u 


DOCUMENT  31 


PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  • 
Small  ICBM  Program 
Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base,  Montana 


Hearing  Local Date 


Organization:  js&tr.  /nus.. _ _ 

Mailing  Address:  ^ 


Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

Public  Designated  Representative 

Official of  Private  Organization _ 


Private 

Citizen 


Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing.  _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments. _ 

Cheek  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement.  _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS.  _  Draft  _ Final 


Name: 


PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  * 
Small  ICBM  Program 
Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base,  Montana 


Hearing  Location 


fi'/l '  Kockwr 


6>fT*/U 


Organization: _ , _ 

Mailing  Adctess: _ <>  p  _ 

_ odz.F\//%  r*  f-  SfH  vli 1 


Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

Public  Designated  Representative  Private 

Official  _____  of  Private  Organization _  Citizen  A 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing.  _ 

Check  here  If  you  wish  to  offer  verbel  comments.  _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement.  _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS.  _ Draft  _  Final 


Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 


Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 


Recreation 

Visual  Resources 

Cultural  Resources 

Native  American  Resources 

Biological  Resources 

Air  Quality 

Noise 

Water  Resources 
Geology  and  Soils 
Safety 


Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  1987  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below. 


Air  Force  Policy 

System  Requirements 

Employment 

Housing 

Education 

Public  Services 

Public  Finance 

Utilities 

Transportation 

!.*nd  Use 

Other  (please  specify) 


_  Air  Force  Policy 

_ System  Requirements 

_ _  Employment 

_ Housing 

_ Education 

_  Public  Services 

_  Public  Finance 

____  Utilities 

_  Transportation 

_  Land  Use 

Other  (please  specify) 

Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by 


Recreation 

Visual  Resources 

Cultural  Resources 

Native  American  Resources 

Biological  Resources 

Air  Quality 

Noise 

Water  Resources 
Geology  and  Soils 
Safety 


hearing  officer. 


Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  cither  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  1987  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below.  >  . 

_ _ _ 1  a-Z  r-  r  _ j.  r  e  thter 

if  - J— _  _ 


Mail  to:  Director  of  Environmental  Planning  Statement^)  Attached 

AFRCE-BMS/DEV  _  Yea  _ No 

Norton  Air  Force  Rase,  California  92409-6448 
•Filling  out  this  form  is  not  required,  but  it  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


Mail  to:  Director  of  Environmental  Planning  Statement(s)  Attached 

AFRCE-BMS/DEV  Yes  No 

Notion  Air  Force  Base,  California  92409-6448 


•Filling  out  this  form  is  not  required,  but  it  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  wilt 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


P4 

> 

U 


N 


N 

> 

u 
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DOCUMENT  32 


DOCUMENT  33 


PU8UC  HEARI NO  COMMENT  SHEET  • 
Small  ICBM  Program 
Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base,  Montana 

Hearing  Location  _ Dale  'T/a 


Nim»:  v  I  _ _ 

Organization:  t  \3Aa'1  ‘ 

Mailing  Address:  J*.  £\_ &+*_  Lz  jl _ _ _ _ 

l£->  l-i ta\j__  s  iidi _ 

Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

Public  Designated  Representative  . 

Official _ _  of  Private  Organization  A. 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  esk  a  question  during  the  hearing. 
Check  here  if  vou  wish  to  offer  vertiel  comments.  ______ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement.  _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  en  El S.  X.  Draft 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  ail  that  apply): 


Air  Force  Policy 
System  Requirements 
Employment 
Housing 
Education 
Public  Services 
Public  Finance 
Utilities 
Transportation 
’  (.and  Use 

Other  (please  specify)^ 


_  Recreation 

_  Visual  Resources 

_  Cultural  Resources 

_ Native  American  Resources 

_ Biological  Resources 

“ _ ~  Air  Quality 

_  Noise 

_ Water  Resources 

| _ *  Geology  and  Soils 

_  Safety 


Please  turn  In  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EI8.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  (n  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever,  comments  most  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  198?  and  mailed  to  the 

&-  .vAj_jW  1->£Ua  H-c  *  (M.T,l(\ 


PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  « 

Small  ICBM  Program 
Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base,  Montana 

Haaring  Location  ►  Dale  7«3«?  ~ 

Name.-  S+ybbs  _ _ _ _ 

Organization: _ _ _  _ 

Mailing  AtkWess:  7  3  £ 0  ____ 

T  _ 


^*^7 T  £zudsd£ _ 

Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

Public  Designated  Representative  P 

Official  _  of  Private  Organization _  C 

Check  hare  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  heart:*. _ 

Check  here  H  you  with  to  offer  verbal  comments. 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement.  _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS.  Jlp  Draft  Fini 

Area  of  question  or  com  ment  (check  ail  that  apply): 


Air  Force  Policy 

System  Requirement* 

Employment 

Housing 

Education 

Public  Services 

Public  Finance 

Utilities 

Transportation 

Land  Use 

Other  (pleaaa  specify) _ 


Recreation 

Visual  Resources 

Cultural  Resources 

Native  American  Resources 

Biological  Resources 

Air  Quality 

Noise 

Water  Resources 
Geology  and  Soils 
Safety 


Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  1987  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below. 


Director  of  Environmental  Planning 
AFRCE-B  MS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base,  California  92409-0448 


Statement(s)  Attached 
Yea  No 


•Filling  out  this  form  is  not  required,  but  It  la  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheeta  before  recognizing 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


Mail  to:  Director  of  Environmental  Planning 
AFRCE-8MSfO£V 

Norton  Air  Force  Base,  California  92499-4448 


Statement^)  Attached 
_  Yes  No 


•Filling  out  this  form  la  not  required,  but  it  is  recommended.  The  heart*  officer  will 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  In  comment  sheets  before  reeognizi<* 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


DOCUMENT  34 


DOCUMENT  35 


PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  • 
Small  ICBM  Program 
Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base,  Montana 


Hearing  Location 


ocation 

_ 


Date  7-29- f? 


Name;  /(>-»'»«/*<  Jz_  _  _ _ _ 

Organization: _ _ _ _ 

Mailing  Address:  SOY  Tf  />Wf/ _ 

fettf  _ _ 

Check  the  appropriate  participant  categoi  . 

Public  Designated  i<*-  esentative  Private 

Official _  of  Private  Organization _  Citizen  *<»• 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  aak  ■  question  during  the  hearing. _ 

Check  here  if  you  wiah  to  offer  verbal  comments. _ 

Check  here  if  you  wiah  to  submit  a  written  statement.  _ 

Check  here  if  you  wiah  to  receive  an  EIS.  iri  Draft  qj.  Final 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 

X  k  K  Air  Force  Policy  (<'•  uv  Recreation  & 

___  __  System  Requirements  _ Visual  Resources 

Employment  _ Cultural  Resources 

_ /  Housing  _ _ _  Native  American  Resources 

| _ __  Education  _______  Biological  Resource* 

Public  Services  _ _  Air  Quality 

_  Public  Finance  _ _  Noise 

_ Utilities  _  Water  Resources 

_ Transportation  _ Geology  and  8oi!s 

_ _  Land  Use  ’ _ _  Safety 

Ot he- (please  specify)  _ _ _ _ _ 

Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  oi  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever.  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  1987  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below. 

'  7.^  +  A-rr  T _ yr  *«,tc  *.<»<- 

i*^**--  r)  co«/4 

-tls  "3t  ..  *  yPr*jLt  *v/t_ 


v  Recreation  & 

Visual  Resources 

_ Cultural  Resources 

Native  American  Resources 
_  Biological  Resource* 

_  ’  Air  Quality 

Noise 

Water  Resources 

_ Geology  and  Soils 

_ Safety 


PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  • 

Small  ICBM  Program 
Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base,  Montana 

Hearing  Location  Ml  ~ _ Date  7—  20  '  %  ? 

Name:  2x>&>kJ _ 

Mailing  Addresa:  _ *3’^'  /b*  o  -  rAJe?  • _ 


Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

Public  Designated  Representative  Priv 

Official _  of  Private  Organization  Ctti 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing. _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments.  _ 

Check  here  If  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement. _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS.  yt.  Draft  Final 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 


Air  Force  Policy 

System  Requirements 

Employment 

Housing 

Education 

Public  Services 

Public  Finance 

Utilities 

Transportation 

Land  Use 

Other  (please  specify) 


_ _ Recreation 

__  Visual  Resources 

_ Cultural  Resources 

_ _ _  Native  American  Resources 

______  Biological  Resources 

__  __  Air  Quality 

Noise 

_ _ Water  Resources 

_  Geology  and  Soils 

_ _  Safety 


Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  tne  Final  EIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  In  a  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  Avgust  2t,  1987  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below.  -  ^ 

_ &JLM.- _ ...  ..  _**  «*■*_ 


A*/  /fir  M  i ■ 


^  C  \ 


Mail  to:  Director  of  Environmental  Planning  8tatement(s)  Attached 

AFRCE-HMS/DEV  _  Yes  _ No 

Norton  Air  Force  Base.  California  92409-8448 
•Filling  out  this  form  Is  not  required,  but  it  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  In  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
pe-sons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


Mail  to:  Director  of  Environmental  Planning  StatemenUs)  Attached 

AFRCE-BMS/DEV  Ye*  S  No 

Norton  Air  Force  Base.  California  92409-8448 
•Fitling  out  this  form  is  not  required,  but  It  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  swill 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  com  men!  sheets  before  recognizing 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


E-74 


EV2-1/3S 


DOCUMENT  36 


DOCUMENT  37 


PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  • 
Small  ICBM  Program 
Malmstrom  Air  Fore*  Base,  Montana 


Hearing  Location  J, 

Name: 

Organization:  (J 

Mailing  Address: 

Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

public  Designated  Representative 

Official  _  of  Private  Organization 


D.I.  7  -9S  -X  7 
vu_  c^aZ2£*l_ 


<*<*>  ,'f)  * 


Private 

Citizen 


Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing.  ~Nj 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments. _ _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement. 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS.  \)  Draft  Nj  Final 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 


Air  Force  Policy 
System  Requirements 
Employment 

j4_  Housing 
Education 
Public  Services 
Public  Finance 
Utilities 
Transportation 
Land  Use 

~~  Other  (please  specify) 


Recreation 

Visual  Resources 

Cultural  Resources 

Native  American  Resources 

Biological  Resources 

Air  Quality 

Noise 

Water  Resources 
Geology  and  Soils 
Safety 


Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  1987  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below. 


Mall  to:  Director  of  Environmental  Planning  Statement(s)  Attached 

AFRCE-BMS/DEV  __  Yes  _ No 

Norton  Air  Force  Rase.  California  92409-6448 
•Filling  out  this  form  Is  not  required,  but  it  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  • 

Small  (C8M  Program 
Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base,  Montana 

Hearing  Location  Greet  Palis  Date  22  July  8  7 

Name:  plane  S.  flcott _ 


Cheek  the  appropriate  participant  category: 


Public 
Official  _ 


Designated  Representative 
of  Private  Organization  _ _ 


Private  .  t 
Citizen  Y 


Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing. 
Check  here  it  you  wish  to  offer  verba)  comments. 


Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement' 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS.  _ Draft  y  I 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 


Air  Force  Policy 
System  Requirements 
Employment 
'  Housing 
Education 
Public  Services 
Public  Finance 
Utilities 
Transportation 
Land  Use 

Other  (please  specif y)_ 


Recreation 

Visual  Resources 

Cultural  Resources 

Native  American  Resources 

Biological  Resources 

Air  Quality 

Noise 

Water  Resources 
Geology  and  Soils 
Safety 


Please  turn  m  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  198?  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below. 

Tha  Air  Fore*  that  the  subject  proposal  will  havt.  poaitiva 

economic  effects  for  our  area.  Currently  the  State  finances  arc 
the  red.  The  State  recently  has  required  State  building  permits 
construction".  Now  the  Federal  government  Kaa  a  aui  t 


lor  military  ■ 


Of  the  thousands  of  nilitd.ry  peraonnel  who  will  be  moving  to  the 
area,  few  will  be  educated,  mature  officer  types.  Host  will  be 
Mail  to:  Director  of  Environmental  Planning  Statement!*)  Attached 

AFRCE-BMS/DEV  _  Yes  _  No 

Norton  Air  Force  Base,  California  92409-6448 
•Filling  out  this  form  is  not  required,  but  it  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 
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Additional  Comments:  carefree,  immature  IB- ,  19-  and  20-year  olda. 
This  will  cause  anlncreasa  in  speeding,  burglary^  partying. 


towriddlclng  lor  the  "new  Jobs" 
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Some  will  be  transient, 


Neither  wj 11  adding  more  weapons  to  the  world  araenal  make 
a  stable ,  secure  env i ronment . It  will  do  j uat  the  opposite. 


I  qu35tl0ir~the  sincerTE 

this  Els.  It  ia  diahoneat  to  have  a  division  of  a  defense 
contractor  writing  the  EIS.  It  is  a  conflict  of  internet . 

Tt  looses'  its  ore3i&ility  completely.  Hopefully ,  if  another 
EIS  needs  to  be  done  within  a  year,  objective  people  will  be 

Jcey_  rolep_  irt_ itg  development. _ _ 


iFH&£-  lysis/DEF 

7\n&^  OEv 


DATA  REQUIRED  BY  THE  PRIVACY  ACT  OF  1974 
(5  U.S.C  552a) 

1.  Authority 

33  U.S.C  $SS57a.  $S7b,  597,  709a 

2.  Principal  Purpose 

Information  is  used  to  compile  mailing  lists  for  sending  brochures  and  other  data 
concerning  the  project  to  those  who  might  be  interested. 

3.  Routine  Uses 

A.  Information  is  forwarded  to  Federal,  State,  and  local  agencies,  and  Congressmen. 

8.  Information  is  used  to  compile  mailing  lists  for  other  projects  In  which  the  person 
suoplylng  the  information  might  have  an  interest. 

C.  Information  is  compiled  in  a  Record  of  Public  Meeting  and  made  available  to  the  public. 

D.  Names  of  people  and  their  comments  during  the  public  meeting  are  published  in  project 
reports. 

4.  Mandatory  or  Voluntary  Disclosure  and  Effect  on  Individual  Not  Providing  Information 

Voluntary  -  Failure  to  provide  the  information  requested  could  result  in  failure  to  receive 
brochures  and  notification  of  further  developments. 
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PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  • 

Small  1CBM  Program 
Malmatrom  Air  Tore*  Baa*.  Montana 

Hearing  Location  Lett  Data  7 -  ;*-?) 

_ _ 


Organization! _ 

Mailing  Adfresst  flat-  ^  J  / 


/*■» _ f r  y/2  . 


Cheek  tlw  appropriate  participant  category: 

Public  Dwignated  Rapraaantatlva 

Official _  of  Private  Organisation _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing. 
Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments. 


Private 
Clttsen  w* 


Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement.  _ 
Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  E1S.  _ Draft 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  applyVs 


Air  force  Policy 

System  Requirements 

Employment 

Housing 

Education 

Public  Services 

Public  Pittance 

Utilities 

Transportation 

Land  Use 

Other  (please  specify! 


Recreation 

Visual  Resources 

Cultural  Resources 

Native  American  Resources 

Biological  Resources 

Air  Quality 

Noise 

Water  Resources 
Geology  and  Soils 
Safety 


Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Pinal  F.IS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  In  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  1987  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below. 

4*  rU  Lf€4s;*.r04Hm  Ac^/ejt  r  SF> rU^r  /£  m/t  j*o 
ante  ,Tr. ,  wvwV1  ts. — ^ 

ace  ftm*  *  c  if -ft***  ttW. ..It,  -etl*!a.L  (t.***.  -1_-  r< — r~ — 

6 1 tn*  mr*'*  -  t'-r*  /+**/  u’f  -*'*/ /*> 

H/A «-S _ f-  tt'K'i  /*r  ard  v£ 


2  I 


_ C  A-  </**w  ,,c 

.jlx ttxTfj—bsLJt. ±xjJom. i _ r. 


ti  *<  j  w  tr  _  <r.^wt  ■  rA  •  s  nag 


»r</  _n.ti.iW * 


*»  ait  dAa. 


fcj  rt - Wtisr  7*  f  AaLT 

4otfi _ Se.fne*^<C  m.- d 


Th± 


Director  of  Environmental  Planning 
AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base,  California  924DR-8448 


Statement(s)  Attached 
Yes  No 


♦Filling  out  this  form  is  not  required,  but  it  la  recommended.  The  hearing  offiear  will 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 
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Additional  Comments:  b/efttf 

Uls. _ gear — — 1±%. 


+»S  ujitt  c«wtr  f  r-w*" 
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DATA  REQUIRED  BY  THE  PRIVACY  ACT  OP  1974 
(5  U.S.C  552a) 

1.  Authority 

33  U.S.C  SS5S7a,  55Tb,  397,  ?99a 
I.  Principal  Purpose 

Information  te  used  to  compile  mailing  lists  for  sending  brochures  and  other  data 
concerning  the  project  to  thoee  who  might  be  interested. 

3.  Routine  Uses 

A.  Information  is  forwarded  to  Federal,  State,  and  local  fancies,  and  Coogr  semen. 

B.  Information  Is  used  to  compile  mailing  lists  for  other  projects  In  which  the  person 
supplying  the  information  might  here  an  Interest. 

C.  Information  is  compiled  in  a  Record  of  Public  Meeting  and  made  available  to  the  public. 

D.  Names  of  people  and  their  comments  during  the  public  meeting  are  published  In  project 
reports. 

4.  Mandatory  or  Voluntary  Disclosure  and  Effect  on  Individual  Not  Providing  Information 

Voluntary  -  Failure  to  provide  the  information  requested  could  result  la  failure  to  receive 
brochures  and  notification  of  further  developments. 
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STATEMENT  O  f  ***«*£»-  ^14* IX I  FJ6*S', 

General  Goetse,  Deputy  Chief  of  Staff  at  SAC,  spoke  at  a 
luncheon  in  Billinga  last  Friday.  He  stated  that  the  aame  ICBM 
we pons  systems  had  been  deployed  for  two  generations  and  that, 
even  though  we  have  proud  and  abla  military  personnel,  that  the 
United  States  must  provide  our  servicemen  with  the  newest 
technology  available.  As  he  said,  despite  many  modi float ions 
to  these  old  weapons  systems,  you  "can  equeese  just  so  much 
juice  out  of  sn  apple." 

I  agree  that  our  scrvicesren  are  courageous.  I  also 
believe  that  they  should  never  be  sent  into  battle  without 
adequate  weaponry.  But  that  is  beside  the  point  when  we  start 
talking  about  a  dangerous  new  system  of  intercontinental 
ballistic  missiles,  when  generals  begin  comparing  nuclear 
weapons  to  apples,  1  wonder  who  the  fruitcakes  really  are. 

These  new  missiles  would  bring  a  few  new  jobs,  but  not  for 
very  long.  They  will  also  bring  a  lot  of  people  who  won't  stay 
but  who  will  stir  things  up  plenty  while  they  ere  here.  Who 
needs  more  crime?  The  jail  in  Great  Palls  is  already  full  -- 
where  will  we  put  the  new  law-breakers?  What's  going  to  happen 
if  we  expand  our  local  school  systems  and  governments  to  take 
care  of  thia  false  and  temporary  economic  growth?  More  painful 
cutbacks  and  unemployment.  I  suggest  that,  if  the  government 
wants  to  pump  money  into  our  economy,  they  should  find  a  better 
way . 


These  new  missiles  are  dangerous  end  not  just  when  they 
are  fired.  At  least  one  of  them  will  be  on  the  road  every  dey. 
They  will  trevel  in  vehicles  over  a  hundred  feet  long  and 
fourteen  feet  wide.  They  will  travel  in  all  kinds  of  weather 
at  all  tiStoS  of  the  dey  —  end  the  Air  Force  is  proud  of  that. 
I'm  not  proud  of  all  the  deaths  that  will  occur  from  these 
monsters  traveling  on  our  highways. 

In  cosewnting  on  the  age  of  the  Minuteman  missile  systems 
last  Friday,  General  Goetse  asked  a  rhetorical  question.  Be 
asked  "what  other  profession  requires  its  member f  to  use  25 
year  old  tools7"  I  have  an  answer.  The  profession  of  Citisen 
must  use  a  system  of  laws  that  is  nearly  200  years  old.  We  can 
speak  out  because  the  Constitution  gives  us  the  tool  of  free 
expression.  But  it  cannot  work  if  we  do  not  use  it.  So  let's 
stop  this  silly  pla:.  to  cart  missiles  on  trucks  around  on  our 
highways.  Let  the  trucks  roam  around  Washington,  O.C.  or  New 
York  City  if  these  new  missiles  are  so  great. 
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PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  • 

Small  ICBM  Program 
Mslmstrom  Air  Force  Base,  Montana 

Hearing  Location  Lewi' town ^  Lt.  Date  _Z'23*J9&7 

Name:  Earvin  L.  l*thi"0n_.  _  _  _ 

Organization:  ^  ino  ;reak  _>oncrete _ _ _ _ 

Mailing  Address:  Ku.  box  JJ01  .  „ _ _ _ 

Uwl'towi,  ht.  59-5?  _  _ 


PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET 
Small  ICBM  Program 
Malm strom  Air  Porce  Base.  Montana 


«  iti 


Hearing  Location  o(  S) 


Name: _ 

Organization: 
Mailing  Address: 


util  rUSLL 


1 

2 

1 


Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

Public  Designated  Representative  Private 

Official  of  Private  Organization _ __  Citizen _ x_ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing.  _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments. _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement.  _  * _ _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS. _ Draft  _ Final 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 

Air  Force  Policy 
System  Requirements 
Employment 
Housing 
Education 
Public  Services 
Public  Finance 
Utilities 
Transportation 
Land  Use 

Other  (please  specify) 

Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  uae  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format:  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21.  1987  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below. 

I'm  writing  In  support  of  the  alr;41t,  the  e-mail  Intercontinental  a«ni«:tr 
liirrllle*  (I-bEnJ  anj  the  Hard  i.oblle  Launchers  (iLXs).  The  Air  Farce 
T*  doing  a  super "JoS  lrT  Central  Montana.  The  anviroaiahtil  Xiipact  la  very 
little  and  your  personnel  are  very  professional,  and  are  keeping  a  low 
profile.  The  economic  1  spec  to*.  Jcntral  hen tana  will  be  a  big,  such  needed 
Tfo'oel.  i rn  concerned  afcout  extra  traffic  on  the  road  to  Great  Falls.  haybe 
a  "At elite  MThlenance  facility  at  L« wi s {own  w ould  he Tp"tha t  problaa.  Tt 
would  alr.o  aean  wore  Jobs  for  th?_  Lewlut own .  SOSMUlity , _ 


Mail  to:  Director  of  Environmental  Planning  Statement^)  Attached 

AFRCE  BMS/DEV  _  Yes  No 

Norton  Air  Force  Base,  California  92409-6448 


Recreation 

Visual  Resources 

Cultural  Resources 

Native  American  Resources 

Biological  Resources 

Air  Quality 

Noise 

Water  Resources 
Geology  and  Soils 
Safety 


Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

Public  Designated  Representative  Private  v/ 

Official _  of  Private  Organization _  Citizen  A 

Check  here  If  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing.  _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments. _ 

Check  here  If  you  wlah  to  submit  a  written  statement. 

Check  here  if  you  wiah  to  receive  an  EIS.  _ Draft  _  Final 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 

Recreation 
Visual  Resources 
Cultural  Resources 
Native  American  Resources 
Biological  Resources 
Air  Quality 
Noise 

Water  Resources 
Geology  and  Soils 
Safety 


Please  turn  in  this  sV  *t  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format:  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  1987  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below. 


Air  Force  Policy 

System  Requirements 

Employment 

Housing 

Education 

Public  Services 

Public  Finance 

Utilities 

Transpo* '  1  ion 

Land  Us. 

Other  (please  specify) 


Mail  to:  Director  of  Environmental  Planning  Statement(s)  Attached 

AFRCE-BMS/DEV  _  Yes  _ No 

Norton  Air  Force  Base,  California  92409-6448 


•Filling  out  this  form  is  not  required,  but  it  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will  Pq 

call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognizing  ^ 

persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


•Filling  out  this  form  is  not  required,  but  It  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will  eo 

call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation.  ^ 
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PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  • 
Small  ICBM  Program 
Malmstrcm  Air  Force  Base,  Montana 


Organization: _ 

Mailing  Address: 


Hearing  Location  Od •  S^JWaHate  -j/zo 

Jkhlym 


_  f>A 

j5i _ L.Saz- 


.( ‘•-t" 


(£73- 

kxJZitSjr 


Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 


Public  Designated  Representative  Private 

Official _  of  Private  Organization _  Citizen 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing.  _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments.  _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement.  _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS.  _ Draft  _  "Inal 


Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 


Recreation 

Visual  Resources 

Cultural  Resources 

Native  American  Resources 

Biological  Resources 

Air  Quality 

Noise 

Water  Resources 
Geology  end  Soils 
Safety 


Plesse  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how- 
eve.,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  1987  and  mailed  to  the 


Air  Force  Policy 

System  Requirements 

Employment 

Housing 

Education 

Public  Services 

Public  Finance 

Utilities 

Transportation 

Land  Use 

Other  (please  specify) 


1 


Mail  to:  Director  of  Environmental  Planning  Statement(s)  Attached 

AFRCE-BMS/DEV  Yes  No 

Norton  Air  Force  Base,  California  92409-8448 
•Filling  out  this  form  is  not  required,  but  It  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  • 
Small  ICBM  Program 
Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base.  Montana 

Hearing  Location  / g  Date 

Name:  _  S _ J3J 

Organization:  eJ-K  . 

Mailing  Address:  7?  O.  &£* _ 

Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 


Public  Designated  Representative  Private 

Official  X of  Private  Organization  _____  Citizen 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  s  question  during  the  hearing. _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  commentJ. _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement.  ___ _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS.  _ _  Drift  X  Final 


Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 


_ Air  Force  Policy 

_____  __  System  Requirements 
Employment 
Housing 
Education 
Public  Services 
Public  Finance 
Utilities 
Transportation 
_  I-and  Use 

Other  (please  specify) 

Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by 


_ Recreation 

_ Visual  Resources 

_  Cultural  Resources 

_ _ _ Native  American  resources 

_  Biological  Resources 

Air  Quality 
Noise 

_  Water  Resources 

_  Geology  and  Soils 

_  Safety 

hearing  officer. 


Wr*ten  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  spcce  provide  4  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  inny  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format:  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  1987  and  mailed  to  the 
adrires.  below. 


/*vO  £/W*Cifr4^Y'  uzrt-j 
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Mail  to:  Director  of  Environmental  Planning 

AFRCE  BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base.  California  92409-6448 


Statement(s)  Attached 
Yes  No 


•Filling  out  this  form  is  not  required,  but  it  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  etxjpcration. 
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Hearing  Location  J-m*  ujn*- • 

Organization:  «  '  "»r _ 

Mailing  Address: _ LtuttrJ  I 


Date 


Chec<  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

Public  Designated  Representative  Fr 

Official  >/  of  Private  Organisation  _  Cl' 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing. 

Check  here  If  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  com  menu.  _ _ 

Check  here  If  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement.  _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS.  _ Draft  _  Pinal 

Area  of  question  or  comment  {check  all  that  apply)t 

Air  Force  Policy  _ Recreation 

__  '  System  Requirements  _ Visual  Resources 

Employment  _  Cultural  Resourci 

_  Housing  _  Native  American 


Education 
Public  Services 
Public  Finance 
’  Utilities 

Transport  st  ion 
land  Use 

Other  (please  specify) 


Cultural  Resources 
Native  American  Resources 
Biological  Resources 
Air  Quality 
Noise 

Water  Resource* 

Geology  and  Soils 
Safety 


Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
stetement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  «  letter  or  other  format!  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  1987  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below. 

4+U  ,  -A  O.  .  I  *  im.**. 


PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  • 
Small  ICBM  Program 
Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base,  Montana 


Hearing  Location  ' 

of  Vianet sJ . 


Organization:  J 
Mailing  Address: 


Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

pjbiic  Designated  Representative 

Official  _  _  of  Private  Organization _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  heafin 
Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments.  7*^ 
Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  staiemCTt.  _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  E/S. _ Draft 

Area  of  question  or  comment  {check  all  that  apply): 


Nf^-  Air  Force  Policy 
'  System  Requirements 


Recreation 
Visual  Resources 

_5C’  Employment  T  "  Cultural  Resources 

^  Housing  _ Native  American  Resources 

Education  _ Biological  Resources 

Public  Services  _ Air  Quality 

)c  Public  Finance  _ _  Noise 

/ _  Utilities  _  Wster  Resources 

~  Transportation  _____  Geology  and  Soils 

✓  Land  Use  _ Safety 

~  Other  {please  specify)  __  _ _ _ _ _ _ _  _ _ _ 

Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  E/S.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21.  1987  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below. 


oZTjoSPT 


Mail  to:  Director  of  Environmental  Planning  Statement(s)  Attached 

AFRCE-BMS/DEV  _  Yes  No 

Norton  Air  Force  Base,  California  92409-8448 
•Filling  out  this  form  is  not  required,  but  it  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  wtU 
call  Qh  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  In  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


Director  of  Environmental  Planning 
AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base.  California  92409-8448 


State  mentis)  Attached 
Yes  No 


•Filling  out  this  form  is  not  required,  but  it  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
persons  wt.»  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


DOCUMENT  47 


PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  * 
Smalt  ICBM  Program 
Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base.  Montana 


Organization: 
Mailing  Address: 


Hearing  Ixteation 

\/’i-r\C^Cv'  V<~N. 

i,:  Hoy  i'u,  X, 


mi,  7-Zcf  1 


Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

Puhl tc  Designated  Representative 

Official  of  Private  Organization 


Private  w 
Citizen  s' 


Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing. 
Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments. 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement. 
Check  here  if  you  wist,  to  receive  an  EIS.  Draft 


f  question  or  comment  (cherh  ail  that  apply): 

Air  Force  Policy 
System  Requirement* 

Employment 
Housing 
Fducaii-n 
Public  Services 
Publ>c  Finance 


Recreation 
Visual  Resource* 

C ultural  Resources 
Native  American  Resources 
Biological  Resources 
Air  Quality 
Noise 

Water  Resources 
Geology  and  Soils 
Safety 


Transportation  < .eolngy  and  bruts 

I  .end  Use  Safety 

Other  (please  speofyl 

turn  in  tn>s  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

e  niitimrr.lt  will  be  consider*  \  ;n  prepara'  on  of  the  Final  FIS.  You  may  use  this 
In  submit  written  rommenlt  either  in  the  space  pm*  ded  below  or  >n  a n  attached 
■m* ,  Written  comment*  may  also  be  submitted  m  a  letter  or  other  format;  how 
mmmerts  m„st  He  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  1987  ar.d  mailed  »o  the 
s  below. 


Organization: 
Mailing  Address: 


PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  •  1 

Small  ICBM  Program  / 

Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base.  Montana 

Hearing  Location  ^  Date 

slol't.  E  L Li.b'*iui  _ 

^.V.  _ - 

_  <*/  ..  .  , 

C M*a tUAf  sS:*?7 


DOCUMENT  41 


Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

Public  Designated  Representative 

Official  of  Private  Organization 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing. 
Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comment*.  /\ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement. 

Check  Here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  F.iS.  _  Draft 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (r*rrk  ad  that  apply): 

Air  Force  Policy  Recre 

System  Requirements  Visual 

Employment  Cultu 

Housing  Nativ 

Education  Bmiog 

Pubi'C  Services  Air  Q 

Pubhc  Finance  Noise 

Utilities  Water 


■rtvate  \S 
'ititer.  y\ 


Recreation 
Vlaual  Resources 
Cultursl  Resources 
Native  American  Resources 
Bmlogicai  Resources 
Air  Quality 


Transportation 
I  .and  Use 

Other  (please  spec 


m  /K-<*r  s*"Vv<‘*k4>  A~^~ 


Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Wr  iter  comment*  will  he  considered  in  preparation,  of  the  Final  FIS.  You  mav  use  thi* 
sheet  to  submit  written  comment*  other  in  the  space  provided  below  or  m  an  attached 
.tvtement.  Written  comments  may  also  he  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how 
eve*,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  A>g(u*t  ?  1 ,  :  )**  ard  mailed  to  the 
address  below. 


/  teftcAe. 

2  /t*~C  /»•>'!  *^\V 


>•-*'  r*«-ff-s  *-N  f'  ^vsyj  . 

Ai-JJf'rJ  '  W'lf  f*i  '  M&.l 

ft**  *"ry  t*'*  *<jS‘r  i'c-v  ^'«-s  /o 


***,r  «,f  frcf.'tir-ti;  Planning 
( V  MM  Hr  OF  V 

i.-  A:-  IV.-rr  Base.  raiif”rnia  424 
frif-n  is  ".-.t  'rqij-red.  hu*  t*  i*  r* 
•  H»»e  c.|<npie?ed  sod  turned 


Statementts)  Attached 


'om mended.  The  hearing  officer  wd! 
i  r-.»mmen!  sheet*  before  rccognlz  og 


AFRO’  HMS'DEV 
N.vrlor  .Air  Fo»ce  Ba«e.  i 


•filling  out  this  form  i*  ■* 
rad  on  those  who  have 

(versons  who  i  id  not.  Thai 


mplr  *ed  V  d  t : 


E-78 


DOCUMENT  49 


DOCUMENT  A 


PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  • 

Small  ICBM  Program 
Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base,  Montana 

Hearing  Location  «. . Date  iy  36^  • 

Name; _ la  ■*— _ - - 

Organisation!  ^*.-1 rC'V _ e _ - 

Mailing  Address:  -  £**. _ _ 

_ CTr- _ SIVTn _ 

Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

Public  Designated  Representative  Private  ^ 

Official _  of  Private  Organization _  Citizen _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments-  _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement.  _ 

Check  here  if  you  wlah  to  receive  an  EIS.  _ Draft 


-"-Final 


Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  ail  that  apply}) 


Air  Force  Policy 

System  Requirements 

Employment 

Housing 

Education 

Public  Services 

Public  Finance 

Utttilwa 

Transportation 

Land  Use 

Other  (please  specify). 


_  Recreation 

_  Visual  Rsaourccs 

_ Cultural  Resources 

_  Native  American  Resources 

_  Biological  Resources 

_  Air  Quality 

_  Hoise 

_ Wwaer  Waoourcws 

_ _  Geology  and  Soils 

_  Safety 


Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 


Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  tie  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  1987  and  mailed  to  the 


address  below. 

tf  ate  m,  /* 

/  IT  tS  /Vrss»<*~f 

_ 4R£Zfitt _ /r-s  0J* 

rT'AtL  &-*r  £**edeX%*. — 

_ jUussbu&f 

T'A»f-  >wo.w  "UH'V  f  7^lr  Fin.  yulArtr~  5£fr.c^ 

**.y  'P  A 

T?.  Tkr<*  < _ A^J  maieai 

Additional  Comments: 
t*:  EAuflB, - a£ 


_  af. _ mews, _ ^ 


-Ckt_  /<  -rz  be.  _  X-jo/r^gs/TrJ7 

ggwq _ A _ ^  Zri  a L.  U  Cc ~zZT  j!~— 


.ST7tS-  7 


DATA  REQUIRED  BY  THE  PRIVACY  ACT  OP  1974 
(S  U.S.C  552a) 

1.  Authority 

33  U.S.C  55557a,  557b,  597,  709a 

2.  Principal  Purpose 

Information  Is  used  to  compile  mailing  lists  for  sending  brochures  and  other  data 
concerning  the  project  to  those  who  might  be  interested. 

3.  Routine  Uses 

A.  Information  is  forwarded  to  Federal,  State,  and  local  ^encies,  and  Congressmen. 

B.  Information  is  used  to  compile  mailing  lists  for  other  projects  in  which  the  person 
supplying  the  information  might  have  an  Interest. 

C.  Information  is  compiled  In  a  Record  of  Public  Meeting  and  made  available  to  the  public. 

D.  Names  of  people  and  their  comments  during  the  public  meeting  are  published  In  project 
reports. 

4.  Mandatory  or  Voluntary  Disclosure  and  Effect  on  individual  Not  Providlr*  Information 

vc!--*sry  -  Failure  to  provide  the  information  requested  could  result  in  failure  to  receive 
brochures  and  notification  of  further  developments. 


Director  of  Environmental  Planning 
AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Morton  Air  Force  Base,  California  92409-4441 


Statemtnt(s)  Attached 


•Filling  out  this  form  is  not  required,  but  it  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognising 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooper  •’ ion. 


DOCUMENT  50 


DOCUMENT  5 


PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  • 
Small  ICBM  Program 
Malmstrom  Air  Force  Rase.  Montana 


PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  • 
Small  ICBM  Program 
Malmstrom  Air  Force  Bass,  Montana 


Hearing  Local 


MJ90'? 


MT. 

I'Mt.un:  .  ...  _ 

J3&d  -ir  S'  >4 '4JS&rvura  /-fTt 


Namei 
Organ 
Mailing  Address: 


Hearing  Location  _ 

Organisation: 

Mailing 


■  97 


feat _ ^ 

u*f  l£ujfe<LjFT-  3  (a 


Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

Public  Designated  Representative  Private 

Official  of  Private  Organization  ___  Citircn  A 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing.  _ _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments. 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement. 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  F.IS.  Draft  Final 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 


Air  Force  Policy 
P'"  System  Requirements 
Employment 
Housing 
Education 
Public  Services 
Public  Finance 
Utilities 

t-^Transpor  t  a  non 
I  .and  Use 

Other  (please  specify) 


Recreation 

Visual  Resources 

Cultural  Resources 

Native  American  Resources 

Biological  Resources 

Air  Quality 

Noise 

Water  Resources 
Geology  and  Soils 
Safety 


Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  bv  the  hearing  officer. 


Written  comments  will  t>e  cor.sidc'cd  -n  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  t,>  submit  writ  tec  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  W-it!cn  comments  may  also  he  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  1947  and  mailed  to  the 


N.  r* -  -  A«e  Force  Rase,  i  s  forma  9*409  1445 
’  F  •  "  g  otp*  this  form  is  not  rerju  'rd,  r„,»  ;•  -s  *ern  »  mended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
■•a  I  those  who  have  "ompie'cd  ar.d  turned  -n  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 


1 


Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

Public  Designated  Representative  Private 

Official  _____  of  Private  Organization  _  Citiaan  A- 

Check  here  if  you  with  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing.  _ 

Check  here  if  you  wiah  to  offer  verbal  comments.  _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement.  _ _ 

Check  here  if  you  wlah  to  receive  an  EIS.  m.  Draft  ^  Final 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 


Air  Force  Policy 

System  Requirements 

Employment 

Housing 

Education 

Public  Services 

Public  Finance 

Utilities 

Transportation 

Land  Dae 

Other  (pteaae  specify) 


_  Recreation 

_  Visual  Resources 

_  Cultural  Resources 

_  Native  American  Resources 

_  Biological  Resources 

_  Air  Quality 

ater  Resources 

_ Geology  and  Soils 

Safety 


Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 


Written  rommrnts  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  use  thia 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  2t.  1917  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below. 

Jlf/U-4  '  V* ‘  ,  -•Ta- •  C  *  "vjL.  £* 

1,14 iX~  f  m1^ Mtm  !  i 

a  -z&a 


Mail  to:  Director  of  Environmental  Planning  Statement(s)  Attached 

AFRCE  BMS/DFV  Yes  No 

Norton  Air  Force  Base,  r*i>fomia  92409  4449 


•Filling  out  this  form  is  not  required,  but  it  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
eall  on  these  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recngniy-g 
persons  who  did  not.  Thanh  vou  for  your  Cooperation. 


e* 

> 


E-79 


DOCUMENT  52 


DOCUMENT  53 


PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  • 

Small  ICBM  Program 
Malmstrom  Air  Pore#  Base,  Montana 

Hearing  Location  aJ  Date 

N.m«.  __SIS0*GM _ <)M _ 

Organisation;  _ _ _ 

Mailing  Address:  /~?£?  OfM/PO  u  t/LCJ* 

me: _ 

Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

Public  Designated  Representative 

Official  _____  of  Private  Organization _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  town  question  during  the  hearing 
Check  here  it  you  wish  to  otter  verba)  comment*.  _____ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement.  ___ 

Check  here  If  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS.  _  Draft 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply); 

Recreation 
Visual  Resources 
Cultural  Resources 
Native  American  Reaources 
Biological  Resources 
Air  Quality 
Noise 

Water  Resources 
Geology  and  Soils 
Safety 


Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 


Air  Force  Policy 

System  Requirements 

Employment 

Housing 

Education 

Public  Services 

Public  Finance 

Utilities 

Transportation 

[.and  Use 

Other  (please  specify) 


Private  ^ 
Citizen  A 


Fine! 


Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EtS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  Auguat  21,  lf*T  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below.  (  _ 

r  of  -ntfvTm  ±  •>  ■mt,‘Je£po^  c  s>=f 

W.PtTrr  /faP-'r  of-  rtni  up 


UOrftaUS  CVS  TV*. 


_X  Q&h&J  Zrf£ ^QopPT 

A).  CETFKAL  A  fqFvl  *” 


Statement(s)  Attached 
Yea  No 


Mail  to:  Director  of  Environmental  Planning 
AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base,  California  92409-6441 
’Filling  out  this  form  to  not  required,  but  It  Is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


DOCUMENT  54 


PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  • 
Small  tCBM  Program 
Malmstrom  Air  Force  Baae,  Montana 


Hearing  Location 


*Lu 


1—7W _ Date 


'Js7 


Organization: _ 

Mailing  Address: 


Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 


Designated  Representative 
of  Private  Organization _ 


Public 

Official  _ 

Check  here  If  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing. 
Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments.  ______ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement.  ___ 
Check  here  If  you  wish  to  receive  sn  EIS.  _ _ _  Draft 

A;ea  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 


Private 
Citizen  X, 


Air  Force  Policy 

_ System  Requirements 

~ _ _  Employment 

How'ng 
Education 
Public  Services 
Public  Finance 
Utilities 
Transportation 
l .and  Use 

Other  (ptrase  specify! 

Please  (urn  in  (his  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  >n  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  In  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  In  a  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  19*7  and  mailed  to  the 

A  •maSL  Tyri+tn-a.''  tYt'V.  £t*JL  Uda 

T  ^Wie-v  ^  UeeaemtJ  -MeVA*.  /*-JJ 

}  frn+y. ,  *  ...  m  s  ttwVa  4i^A 


Recreation 
Visual  Resources 
Cultural  Resources 
Native  American  Resources 
Biological  Resources 
Air  Quality 
Noise 

Water  Resources 
Geology  and  Soils 
Safety 


nwe/j 


s*«w*C ✓  ■ 

I.  ¥*Sdd  A 


[b1  L 


.  7~Z**~*, .. 


f  j 


*>4i  ilrei  .i  4.  .  Uf 


\  JI*-**La 


Director  of  Environmental  Planning 
AFRCR  BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Ha«e.  California  93499  6441 


Statements)  Attached 
Yes  No 


•Filling  out  this  form  Is  not  required,  but  It  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
ca1’  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognising 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  vour  cooperation. 


PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  • 

Small  ICBM  Program 
Malmstrom  Air  Force  Baae,  Montana 

Hearing  Location  ..  T’i  </  Date  /faff? 

Name:  /2 Kc-~  _ 

Organization:  _ BcK-TZL _ 

Miiiim  Ac**.-  e— ■  r.  siy  /ry*C7~?4. _ 


t 


ChMh  the  w«prt,t,  pwtietpant  e*l,*wyi 


Public  Designated  Representative  Private 

Official _  of  Private  Organization  _  Citizen 

Check  here  if  you  wlata  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing.  _ 

Check  hare  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments.  _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  state  mam.  _ _ _ 

Check  here  if  you  wlah  to  receive  aa  EIS.  a-^Draft  p^Vina) 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 


I 


Air  Force  Policy 
System  Requirements 

Employment 
Housing 
Educstion 
Public  Services 
Public  Finance 
Utilities 
Transportation 
Lead  Use 

Other  (please  specify) 


_ _  Recreation 

_  Visual  Resources 

_  Cultural  Resources 

_ Native  American  Resources 

_ Biological  Resources 

_  Air  Quality 

_ Noise 

_  Water  Resources 

_ Ceoiogy  and  8oiia 


Please  turn  m  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 


Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  ERL  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  A^uat  21,  19*7  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below. 


Mail  to:  Director  of  Environmental  Planning  Statements)  Attached 

AFRCE-BMS/DEV  _  Yes  _ No 

Norton  Air  Force  Base,  California  924*1-444* 

•Filling  out  this  form  is  not  required,  but  It  is  recommended.  The  heart?*  officer  will  _ 

call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  rec<*ni*ir*  «/ 

persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 

i 

b 

> 
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PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  • 
Small  ICBM  Program 
Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base.  Montana 


Name: 


Hearing  Location  nUQ-a-.yrf\  Date  7 

_ ICuaA _ 


Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

Public  Designated  Representative  Private 

Official _ _  of  Private  Organization  s  Citizen 

Check  here  If  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing 

Check  here  if  you  wlah  to  offer  verbal  comments. _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement. _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EfS. _ Draft 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 


Air  Force  Policy  _ 

System  Requirements  _ 

Employment  _ ____ 

Housing 
Education 
Public  Services 
Public  Finance 

Utilities  ~~ 

Transportation 

Land  Use 

Other  (please  specify)  IndB’T  v. 


Recreation 

Visual  Resources 

Cultural  Resources 

Native  American  Resources 

Biological  Resources 

Air  Quality 

Noise 

Water  Reaources 
Geology  and  Soils 


Rpfe'y 

j 


TT%4  Xi&£**** 


Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 


Written  comments  wtii  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how 
ever,  comments  m«mt  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  31,  19*7  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below. 


Mail  to:  Director  of  Environmental  Planning  Statements)  Attached 

AFRCE  BMS/DEV  Yes  No 

Norton  Air  Force  Base.  California  934A9-644* 

•Pilling  out  this  form  is  not  required,  but  It  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  Umar  who  have  completed  and  turned  tr.  comment  sheets  before  recognising 
persona  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 
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PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  • 
Small  ICBM  Program 
Malmstrom  Air  Fore*  Be**,  Montana 


Hearing  Location 


0... 


Organization:  _ 

Mailing  Addreaa: 


Check  the  appropriate  participant  category:  v 

public  Designated  Representative 

Ofriciai _  of  Private  Organiiatlon _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing. 

Check  here  If  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments.  _ 

Check  here  If  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  atatement.  _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS.  _ Draft 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  applyh 


Private  >■ 
Citisen  r 


_  Air  Force  Policy  _  Recreation 

_  System  Requirements  _  Visual  Resources 

_  Employment  _  Cultural  Resources 

'  Housing  _  Native  American  Resources 

_  Education  _  Biological  Resources 

_  Public  Services  _  Air  Quality 

Public  Finance  _  Noise 

Utilities  _  Water  Resources 

_  Transportation  _  Geology  and  Soils 

_ Land  Use  _  Safety 

” _  Other  (please  specify) _ 

Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  In  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  In  a  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  1997  and  mailed  to  the 


DATA  REQUIRED  BY  THE  PRIVACY  ACT  OF  1974 
(S  U.S.C  552*) 

1.  Authority 

33  U.S.C  55557a,  557b,  S97,  lift 

2.  Principal  Purpoae 

Information  is  used  to  compile  mailing  lists  for  sending  brochures  and  other  data 
concerning  the  project  to  thoee  who  might  be  Interested. 

3.  Routine  Uses 

A.  Information  la  forwarded  to  Federal,  State,  and  local  agencies,  and  Cowgie— ten. 

B.  Information  la  used  to  compile  mailing  lists  for  other  projects  in  wMeh  the  persoa 
supplying  the  information  might  have  an  interest. 

C.  Information  is  compiled  In  a  Record  of  Public  Meeting  and  made  available  to  the  public. 

D.  Names  of  people  and  their  comments  during  the  public  meeting  are  published  In  project 
reports. 

4.  Mandatory  or  Voluntary  Disclosure  and  Effect  on  individual  Not  Providing  Information 

Voluntary  *  Failure  to  provide  the  information  requested  could  result  In  failure  to  receive 
brochures  and  notification  of  further  developments. 
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STATEMENT  OF  BUCK  O'BRIEN, 

Mldgetmen  impact  hearing  in  Conrad, 

Th ure day,  July  23,  1987 

This  hearing  ie  to  dieouee  the  social,  economic  end  environmental 
impacts  of  the  proposed  Midgetman  mobile  missile  system  on 
Montana.  It’s  not  a  hearing  to  dlacuas  end  debate  the  strategic 
need  or  lack  of  need  for  the  missile  system,  so  we'll  leave  that 
for  another  day.  However,  there  ere  some  strategic  Questions  that 
have  some  bearing  on  the  potential  impacts  on  our  area  that  I 
would  like  to  addreea. 

Of  course,  the  purpoae  of  the  Mldgetmen  is  to  deploy 
intercontinental  ballistic  missiles  in  e  mobile  basing  system, 
one  that  can  be  dispersed  and  thus  be  made  more  difficult  for  the 
Soviets  to  target.  The  more  we  can  disperse  our  targets  —  we 
call  them  missiles,  tha  Sovlata  call  them  targets  —  the  more  It 
coete  the  Soviets  to  hit  them  all.  Clserly,  dispersal  la  a  good 
idee.  Thua,  if  dispersal  ie  such  e  good  idee,  I  have  to  wonder 
why  the  Pentagon  wants  to  take  three  missiles  —  one  Minuteman 
end  two  Mldgetmen  —  end  pile  them  up  on  the  same  bulleeye, 
namely  e  Minuteman  eilo.  With  three  targets  stacked  neatly  on  top 
I  of  sech  other  like  that,  we  make  the  Soviet  targeting  staff's  Job 
j  a  whole  lot  easier.  If  we  only  get  tactical  warning  of  attack— 
that  ie.  if  the  attack  comes  like  a  bolt  from  the  blue,  leaving 
only  minutes  to  react  --  the  likelihood  of  the  Soviets  catching 
thraa  of  our  alaallsa  with  ona  of  thaira  la  much  graatar.  Thua,  Z 
have  to  question  whether  it's  strategically  visa  to  placa  all 
thee#  missiles  in  nicu  nsat  little  targets  for  the  Soviets. 

Assuming  that  the  folks  r.  the  Pentagon  have  thought  about  these 
targeting  concerns,  as  I’m  sure  they  have,  then  they  ought  to 
tell  us  how  they're  going  to  deal  with  it.  As  I  see  it,  the 
Pentagon  la  likely  to  address  this  by  reducing  the  value  of  the 
target;  that  is,  by  taking  some  of  their  eggs  out  of  the  basket. 
Now,  since  we  know  Mldgetmen  ie  coming  in,  the  only  other  egg  to 
take  out  of  the  basket  is  th#  Minuteman  missile  that  aits 
underneath  the  Mldgetmen.  I  think  that's  what  the  Pentagon  la 
going  to  do  —  eliminate  the  Minuteman  missiles,  specifically, 
the  Minuteman  II  missiles  that  ara  scattsrsd  throughout 
Northcantral  Montana. 

Thera  ara  a  numbar  of  raaaons  to  think  thia  la  tha  case.  Piret, 
there  ere  the  targeting  concerns,  as  I've  listed.  Second,  there 
ie  the  concern  in  the  Congress  end  among  the  American  people 
about  arms  limitations.  If  wa'ra  going  to  hava  any  cradlbl#  arms 
Halts,  ws’ll  hsve  to  rsmove  one  old  warhead  for  each  new  warhead 
we  put  on  line.  Third,  there 'a  age.  The  Minuteman  II  la  getting 
old.  The  Midgetman  ie  new.  It  makee  sense  in  terms  of  coat  and 
reliability  to  use  the  new.  Thus,  it  appears  to  this  wheat  farmer 
that  the  Pentagon  la  going  to  allmlnate  the  Minuteman  II  at  some 
point,  probably  not  too  long  after  the  Midgetman  becomes  fully 
operational . 


Statement  of  Buck  O'Brien 
Page  two 


I  also  note  that  such  alimi nation  has  been  alluded  to  in  the 
U.S.  Senate.  Specifically,  the  Senate  Armed  Services  Committee 
alluded  to  the  possibility  in  its  report  to  accompany  the  FY88- 
FT89  National  Defense  Authorisation  Act.  The  report,  written  last 
Kay,  specifically  urges  tha  Psntagon  to  slow  the  pece  of 
Midgetman  development  and  to  restrict  It  to  one  warhead.  It  notes 
that  doing  so,  and  I  quote,  'appears  warranted  in  view  of  the 
current  direction  of  arms  control  limitations  on  warhead  levels, 
and  because  of  the  eventual  need  to  replace  the  Minuteman  II 
missile." 

This  concern  shout  the  Minuteman  Is  the  basis  for  my  quae t loo 
tonight  to  the  Air  Force.  We’ve  heard  much  in  recent  weeks  about 
the  potential  eocio- economic  impacts  of  the  Mldgetmen  on  the 
area,  and  about  all  the  people  it’s  going  to  bring  in.  However, 
we  haven’t  heard  anything  about  tha  potential  impact  of 
decommissioning  the  Minuteman  II  ays  tarn.  Given  the  likelihood  of 
decommissioning  of  the  Minuteman  IX  system,  I  think  the  study  of 
the  Midgetman  impacts  doesn’t  go  far  enough.  The  Impact  study 
ought  to  address  the  long-term  effects  of  the  Midgetman,  and 
decommissioning  the  Minuteman  la  one  of  those  long-term  effects. 
Thus,  I  ssk  you,  what  is  the  projected  Impact  of  the 
decommissioning  of  the  Minuteman?  How  many  peopla  will  be  removed 
from  the  area  as  a  result?  How  many  school  children  will  be 
removed  froai  the  area  school  systems  ea  a  result?  Whet  will  be 
the  f*r"9r  ’oea  to  the  area  ee  the  result  of  the  elimination  of 
such  e  long-etanding  mission  at  Malmstrom? 

In  Pondera  County,  we  have  felt  thia  kin.  of  devastating  affect 
before,  specifically,  in  1972  when  construction  of  the  ABM  system 
harm  was  halted  in  mld-atraam.  In  anticipation  of  the  ABM 
system’s  effects  on  Pondera  County,  we  overbuilt  our  school* , 
overbuilt  our  hospitals  end  over-estended  ourselves.  8o,  thle 
time,  we  think  we’re  entitled  to  know  in  advance  whet  the 
complete  impact  of  thle  new  system  will  be  on  our  people  end  our 
eoonomy.  If  it  mesne  jobe,  more  people  end  more  economic 
activity,  we  want  to  hear  about  it.  But,  if  in  the  long-run  it 
also  means  the  lot  e  of  jobe.  the  loes  of  personnel  end  a  decline 
in  economic  activity,  we  also  want  to  hear  about  that. 
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PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  • 
Brad)  ICBM  Program 
MaJmstrom  Air  forca  Be*#,  Montana 


Name: 

Organisation! 

Mailing 


Hearing  Location 

_MnXajuit — feia-iai. 
-J  CigsMt- 


o...  &OJTI 


JUm 


m  uettezm  tuktLr 

lip  ~  7  _.  '  — 


Check  the  appropriate  participant  category! 

PuWic  Designated  Representative 

Official _  of  Private  Organization  _ 

Check  hare  If  you  wish  to  ask  *  question  during  the  hearing.  _ 

Check  her*  If  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments.  ^A,  ^ 

Check  hare  If  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement.  JV 
Check  here  If  you  wish  to  receive  an  EI8.  ^  Draft  f 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  applyjt 


Private 

Cltlseft 


Air  Pore#  Policy 
System  Requirements 
Employment 
Housing 
Education 
Public  Services 
Pimitc  Finance 
Utilities 
Transportation 
Land  Use 


Recreation 
Visual  f 
Cultural  Resources 
Native  American  Resources 
Biological  Resource* 

Air  Quality 
Noiaa 

Water  Resources 

Geology  and  Boils 
Bafety 


^  Other  (please  specify)  iU£1aJL  J  yHjiCJ/TU^n 
Please  turn  In  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  tha  Final  E18.  Tou  may  use  this 
Sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  In  the  space  provided  below  or  In  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  latter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever.  comments  must  be  submL^fd  no  later  than  August  11.  19*7  and  mailed  ;o  the 


Director  of  Environmental  Planning 
AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base.  California  92409-8441 


Statamcnt(s)  jntached 
_  Yea  No 


a Pilling  out  this  form  Is  not  required,  but  It  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turnoU  In  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  * 
•mail  ICBM  Program 
Malaulroai  Air  Force  Baae.  Montana 


Hearing  Location  _ 

Name;  . 


Check  tha  appropriate  participant  category! 


Public 
Official  _ 


Designated  Representative 
of  Private  Organisation _ 


Private 

Citizen 


.  Pinal 


Check  hare  If  you  wish  to  ask  a  quest  ion  during  tha  hearim 
Check  bare  If  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments. 

Check  bare  N  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  sutempnt.  _ 

Check  twre  If  you  wish  to  receive  an  EM.  Ls  Draft 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply* 

)/  Air  Fores  Policy  y/  Raeraation 

_ u  System  Requirement*  S  Visual  I 

_ ^  Employment  CultwaJ  f 

^  Housing  a  Nttlva  American  Resources 

H  Education  Bkdogicai  Resources 

_ y_  Public  Services  r  Air  Quality 

_ Public  Finance  S  Noiaa 

_ Utilities  Water  Resources 

_ Z_  Transportation  Geology  and  Soils 

l.  Lmnd  Use 

/  Other  (please  specify)^ 

Plaaaa  turn  ht  this  sheet  as  requ* 

Written  com  menu  will  be  considered  In  preparation  of  tha  Final  EM.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  specs  provided  below  or  in  an  attachad 
statement.  Written  comment*  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  latter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  lstcr  than  August  SI,  IfET  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below. 


the  hearing  officer. 


Director  of  Environmental  Planning 
AFACE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base,  California  92469-844* 


State  mentis)  Attached 


'Filling  out  this  form  la  not  required,  but  It  la  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  In  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 
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DOCUMENT  £ 


PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHF.ET  • 

Small  ICBM  Program 
MaJmstrom  Air  Porce  Base,  Montana 

Hearing  location  (ik.*/  D, , JJ.  WS 

Nsmr:  .  . 

Organlzetwn  ""V  J_'~ _  . .  _ _  ..  . 

Mailing  Addressi  / 3^  7  ...  ... 

Q'ry+nmJ'  frt*:  *  ??i  sr  . 

Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 


PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  • 
Small  ICBM  Program 
Mai  matron  Air  Force  Baae.  Montana 


Hearing  Location  _ Data  Jiffy 

SLSjjLi*--  _.  _ 

~!Xf  >?..(-■  «  0~.r _ fis&m _ 

«  to  _ _ 

(ZtZ&MZ-Er...  : _ _ 


Check  the  appropriate  participant  category! 


Public 

Official 


Designated  Representative 
of  Private  Organized  n 


Private  / 
Citizen  r 


Public 
Official  _ 


Designated  Representative 
of  Private  Organization _ 


Private 

Citizen 


Check  here  If  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing. 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments.  _ 

Check  her*  If  you  wish  to  submit  s  written  statement,  i-"-" 
Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  E1S.  _ Draft 

Area  of  queetion  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply* 


Air  Forca  Policy 

.System  Requirement* 

Employment 

Housing 

Education 

Public  Service* 

Public  Finsnce 
Utilities 
Transports!  ion 
[.and  Use 

Other  (please  specify) 


Recreation 
Visual  Resources 
Cultural  Resource* 

Nitive  American  Ke*ources 
Biologicat  Resources 
Air  Quality 
Noise 

Wsler  Resources 
Geology  and  Solis 
Safely 


Please  turn  in  this  *heet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comment*  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  FIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comment*  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  formats  how¬ 
ever,  comment*  must  he  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  1917  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below. 


Check  her*  If  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing. 

Check  her*  If  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comment*. _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  suomlt  a  written  statement. 

Check  her*  If  you  wkah  to  receive  an  EI8.  _ Draft 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply* 

_ Air  Fore*  Policy 

_ System  Requirements 

■t  .  Employment 

_ Housing 

~  Education 

_  Public  Services 

_  ”  Public  Finance 

'  >OOtllHie* 

/'  Transportation 
Land  Ua* 

_  _  Other  (please  specify) _ 

Please  turn  In  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  In  preparation  of  the  Pinal  EtS.  You  may  us*  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  apace  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  alao  b*  submitted  in  •  letter  or  other  format:  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  19V7  and  mailed  to  the 


Recreation 
Visual  I 
Cultural  Res 
Native  American  Resource* 
Biological  Resource* 

Air  Quality 
Noise 

Water  Resources 

Geology  and  Soils 
Safety 


address  below. 

»U  -A  uaaA  C**.**— -  *  - — 
UJL  .t  If  >  de 
;«/  u<T 


yur'< 

(/m*A 


a  t/.-.'j jLs. 
V.  *r  «<*»_ 


_ .  V  v  '  T 


y*.  a.-Z^y/  ^ 


Director  of  Environmental  Planning 
AFRCK  BMR/DKV 

Norton  Air  Force  Rase.  California  92409  8441 


Statement!*)  Attached 
Yes  No 


Director  of  Environmental  Planning 
AFRCE  BM&/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base,  California  *1449  8441 


Statementts)  Attached 
Ye*  No 


•Filling  out  lh>*  form  i»  not  required,  but  It  i*  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
ca.'l  on  those  who  nave  completed  end  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
person*  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


•Filling  out  thi*  form  is  not  required,  but  it  l»  recom mended.  Tb#  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheet*  before  recognizing 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 
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pum.ir  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  • 
Small  ICHM  Program 
Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base,  Montana 

Hearing  Location  n  g/  Date  C 

Organization;  .  f 

Mailing  Address:  j 


*- « - g 

T*r  ■» 


Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

public  Designated  Representative  Private 

official  of  Private  Organization _ ___.  Citizen  ____ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing.  _ _ _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments.  _ _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement.  _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS. _ Draft  _  Final 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 

Air  Force  Policy  __  Recreation 

System  Requirements  _ Visual  Resources 

Employment  _  _ _ Cultural  Resources 

Housing  Native  American  Resources 

Education  Biological  Resources 

Public  Services  _  Air  Quality 

Public  Finance  _ _ _  Noise 

Utilities  Water  Resources 

Transportation  _  .  Geology  and  Soils 

Land  Use  _ _ Safety 

Other  (please  specify)  _ _ _ 

Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  1987  and  mailed  to  the 


Mt-L.  4/UL> 


MM* 


at  -/  w  u  4- 


Mail  to:  Director  of  Environmental  Planning  Statement(s)  Attached 

AFRCE  BMS/DF.V  Yes  _ No 

Norton  Air  Force  Base,  California  92409-6448 
•Filling  out  this  form  is  not  required,  but  it  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  reeognizing 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


Additional  Comments; 


DATA  REQUIRED  BY  THE  PRIVACY  ACT  OF  1974 
(S  U.S.C  552a) 

1.  Authority 

33  U.S.C  5S557a,  S57b,  597,  709a 

2.  Principal  Purpose 

Information  is  used  to  compile  mailing  lists  for  sending  brochures  and  other  data 
concerning  the  project  to  those  who  might  be  interested. 

3.  Routine  Uses 

A.  Information  is  forwarded  to  Federal,  State,  and  local  agencies,  and  Congressmen. 

B.  information  is  used  to  compile  mailing  lists  for  other  projects  in  which  the  person 
supplying  the  information  might  have  an  interest. 

C.  Information  is  compiled  in  a  Record  of  Public  Meeting  and  made  available  to  the  public. 

D.  Names  of  people  and  their  comments  during  the  public  meeting  are  published  in  project 
reports. 

4.  Mandatory  or  Voluntary  Disclosure  and  Effect  on  Individual  Not  Providing  Information 

Voluntary  -  Failure  to  provide  the  information  requested  could  result  in  failure  to  receive 
brochures  and  notification  of  further  developments. 


OOCUMENT  63 


DOCUMENT  64 


PUBIJC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  • 

Small  ICBM  Program 
Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base.  Montana 

Hearing  Locstion  Date  /  u- 

Name:  jL~4/  <Z**Jf*y  _  _  _  .  .  _ 

Organization:  - •  _ _  ..  --  ...  _  . 

Mailing  Address:  /_  tat.  L  «»«- «  _  _  ___  _  _ 

„  dw  KZ  ..  _ 

Check  the  appropriate  participant  category; 

public  Designated  Representative  Priv 

Official  of  Private  Organization  _  Citi 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing.  _ 

Check  here  iT  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments.  _ 

Check  nere  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement.  _  jrf  _ _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS.  Draft  _a^  Final 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 


Air  Force  Policy 

System  Requirements 

Employment 

Housing 

Education 

Public  Services 

Public  Finance 

Utilities 

Transportation 

[.and  Use 

Other  (please  specify) 


_  Recreation 

Visual  Resources 
Cultural  Resources 
Native  American  Resources 
Biological  Resources 
Air  Quality 
Noise 

Water  Resources 
Geology  and  Soils 


Please  turn  in  lh>s  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  spaee  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  1987  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below.  . 

A*  tf*-  aw 


PUBLtC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  • 
Small  JCBM  Program 
Malmstrom  Air  Force  Baae,  Montana 

Hearing  Location  ^n~> i  Date  yV 


Organization:  _ 

Mailing  Adtfreaa: 


Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

Public  Designated  Representative  Private  . 

Official _  of  Private  Organization _  Citizen  * - ~ 

Check  ‘•ere  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearings 
Check  here  if  you  with  to  offer  verbal  comments. 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement.  _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS.  _ Draft  _ Final 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 

_  Air  Force  Policy  _  Recreation 

_  System  Requirements  _  Visual  Resources 

_  Employment  _ Cultural  Resources 

_  Housing  _  Native  American  Resources 

Education  _  Biological  Resources 

Public  Services  _ Air  Quality 

Public  Finance  _  Noise 

_  _  Utilities  _  Water  Resources 

_ _ Transportation  _ Geology  and  Soils 

_ Land  Use  _ _  _  Safety 

_ _ Other  (please  specify)  _  _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 

Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  offictr. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  In  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  formal;  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  1987  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below. 


-  din  ^4'  <h«  tS  . 

&  t  - 


Mill  In:  Director  of  Environ 
AFRCE  HMS/DKV 
Norton  Air  Force  fti 


,  California  92409  644* 


Slntement(s)  Attached 
Yes  No 


•filling  out  this  form  is  not  required,  hot  it  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
cail  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


Mail  to:  Director  of  Environmental  Planning  Slatement(s)  Attached 

AFRCE  BMS/DF.V  Yes  No 

Norton  Air  Force  Base.  California  92409  6448 
•Filling  out  this  form  is  not  required,  but  It  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  In  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
persons  who  did  not  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 
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EV2-1/65 


DOCUMENT  65 


DOCUMENT  66 


PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  • 
Small  ICBM  Program 
Malmstrom  Air  Pore*  Base.  Montana 


Hearing  Location 


H.m« _  nowM* _ 

Organization: _ Ql  -LL*' _ 

-efcrJhx -  - 

Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

pubiiC  Designated  Representative  Private  / 

Official _  of  MV*K  Organization _  Citizen  v 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing: 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments.  V  / 

Check  here  If  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement.  1/ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS.  _ Draft  _ _  Pinal 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 

_  Air  Force  Policy  _  Recreation 

"  ~  System  Requirements  _  Visual  Resources 

"  Employment  _  Cultural  Resources 

Housing  _  Native  American  Resources 

Education  _  Biological  Resources 

Public  Services  _  Air  Quality 

_  Public  Finance  _  Noise 

Utilities  _ Water  Resources 

“  Transportation  _  Geology  and  Solis 

Land  Use  _  Safety 

|  Other  (please  specify) . . . 

Please  turn  In  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  In  a  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  1987  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below. 

_ -  _  - , - , - - 


PUBL1C  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  • 

Small  ICBM  Program 
Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base,  Montana 

Hearing  Location  _ Date  2.^?:  7 7 


Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

Public  Designated  Representative 

Official _  of  Private  Organisation _ 

Check  here  If  you  with  to  ask  a  question  daring  the  hearing. 

Check  here  If  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments.  _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement.  _ 

Check  here  If  you  wish  to  receive  en  EJS.  a  Draft 
Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  ell  that  apply): 


Air  Force  Policy 

System  Requirements 

Employment 

Housing 

Education 

Public  Services 

Public  Finance 

Utilities 

Transportation 

Land  Use 

Other  (please  specify) 


Recreation 

Visual  Resources 

Cultural  Resources 

Native  American  Resources 

Biological  Resources 

Air  Quality 

Noise 

Water  Resources 
Geology  and  Soils 
Safety 


Please  turn  In  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  1987  and  mailed  to  the 


Director  of  Environmental  Planning 
AFRCE-B  MS/DEV 

Horton  Air  Force  Base,  California  92409-8448 


State  memlsXAUa* 

Y"  ■  yV 


Director  of  Environmental  Planning 
AFRCE-BM8/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base,  California  92409-8448 


State ment(s)  Attached 


•Filling  out  this  form  Is  not  required,  but  it  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  those  who  have 'completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


•Filling  out  this  form  is  not  required,  but  it  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


DOCUMENT 


PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  • 

Small  ICBM  Program 
Malmstrom  Air  Pore#  Base,  Montana 

Hearing  Location  4<iW. _ o«t.  -?-Af-  87 


DOCUMENT  6 


nliatlom _ 4 _ 


Name:  f  .Eli 

Organization:  _ 
Mailing  Address: 


Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

Public  Designated  Representative 

Official _  of  Private  Organization _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  •  question  during  the  hearing. 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments. _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement.  ^ 
Cheek  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS.  _ Draft 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  ail  that  apply): 


Prlvata  v 
Citizen  \ 


_ Air  Force  Policy  _ Recreation 

System  Requirements  _  Visual  Resources 

Employment  _ Cultural  Resources 

”*■“  Housing  _ Native  American  Resources 

Education  _ _ Biological  Rasources 

Public  Service*  _ " _ Air  Quality 

2-  Finance  _ Noise 

*  utilities  _ Water  Resources 

_ ~  _  Transportation  _  ~  Geology  and  Boils 

'7  Lend  Use  _ Safety 

_ Other  (pleas#  specify) _ _ _ _ 

Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EI9.  You  may  uee  this 
sheet  to  submit  writtan  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  In  a  letter  or  other  formetj  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  1987  and  mailed  to  the 
addresa  below. 


IF  you  must  taka  tha  eoney  of  tha  fl—r lean  people  and 
■pand  it  on  something  military,  pleaas  build  something 
defeneiva  Ilka  mlna  iwieperi. 


Abolish  tha  C.I.A.  and  tha  N.S.C..  They  gat  tha  name 
“American"  into  a  lot  of  troubla  and  now  they* vs  gotten 
Ronald  Reagan  in  troubla  too. 

f*aa  noc.l.A.,  no  f.8.1.,  no  secrets .  They  don ' t 
get  into  this  kind  of  trouble. 


Forget  the  Persian  Oulf .  Bring  tha  boys  horns.  Lat  tt» 
prlvata  ssetor  devalop  our  own  oil  rielde  with  the  taxes 
Trade  freely  with  all  nations.  War  with  none.  A 
prescription  for  the  greatest  defense  against  all  comer a. 

•1 

Ask  yourself  why  Charles  Russel 1  wee  ashamed  of  the 
white  race,  what  would  C*.-.  ' !»  Rueseli  eay  to  “nidgeteen“* 


1  I  I 


■9*  i.  XuJL  Lu.  8U4 

i^Uff  -t>  t ieJL.  &Lh%m±. 


Mail  to:  Director  of  Environment!  Planning 
AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Morion  Air  Force  8as«.  California  92409-6448 


Statements)  Attached 
X  Yes  _  No 


•Filling  out  thij  form  is  not  requtrrd,  but  it  ia  recommended.  The  hearing  off  leer  will 
rail  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 
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DOCUMENT  68 


DOCUMENT  68 


Name: _ J 

Organization: 
Mailing  Address: 


PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET 
Small  ICBM  Program 
Malmatrom  Air  Force  Base,  Montana 

Hearing  Location  iU  -'VC-  - 

’CLU-  (■'  -lil.s.tjL'Z- 

gel 


HZ 


—ti 


Cheek  the  appropriate  participant  category: 
public  Designated  Representative 

Official _  of  Private  Organization 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearfi 
Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments. 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statemi 
Cheek  here  if  you  wish  to  recel] 

Area  of  question  or  com 


ive  y/  Private 

Citizen _ 


ea  of  quest ic 
{/  Air  Ft 


f  Recreation 

_ f  Visual  Resources 

/^feCulturii  Resources 
l-7  Native  American  Resources 
___£-<^Bio!ogical  Resources 
L^fe-Air  Quality 
j/  Noise 

;-^.Xatcr  Resources 
geology  and  Soils 


r  Force  Policy 
\/  System  Requirements 
j/'  Employment 
y' _  Housing 
\y’  Education 
l/y  Public  Services 
fS'y  Public  Finance 
V  s  Utilities 
_ _y  Transportation 

_ J2  Land  Use  J. 

_ _ _  Other  (please  specify)^ //t  C 

Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer.^ 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  ^ou  may  use  thi^^.*^^ 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached  / 

statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  focarat;  how-  "u1 

ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  1987  and  nuflled  to  the 
address  below.  (  **A  ct^yy f 


Mai)  to:  Director  of  Environmental  Planning  StaJ^ment(s)  Attached 

AFRCE-BMS/DEV  Yes  _ No 

Norton  Air  Force  Base,  California  92409-6448 
•Filling  out  th.  form  is  not  required,  but  it  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


Physicians  for  Social  Responsibility 

LAST  CHANCE  CHAPTER.  HELENA,  MONTANA  MtOI 

60i  Llr.*rrj 


In  re ae mb ranee  of  HirashlBS,  an  august  £th 
church  bells  toll  every  two  seconds.  This 
Interval  Is  to  remind  people  that  every 
two  seconds  a  child  dies  of  aalnatrltlon 
or  preventable  illness,  while  the  world 
spends  $50 ,000,00  on  armaments. 

As  long  as  thers  are  people  In  our  world 
who  are  In  need  of  food,  clothing,  shelter, 
and  health  care  monies  must  not  be  diverted 
to  unnecessary  armaments.  The  enclosed 
sheet  shows  ersF*116*11?  that  elresdy 
have  more  than  enovMh  weapons  to  kill  off 
tbe  entire  world. 

Cancelling  efforts  to  build  rildgetian  will 
be  a  step  In  the  right  direction. 


3'.  C.  Richards, 


■..0.,  contset 


■erson,  lest  Chsnce/fSR 


F3R  k  »  non-profit.  noo-pam»*n  cvguuuDoo  drefecaird  to  pi 


DOCUMENT  68 

PEACE  OR  EXTINCTION? 

Winter  1985/86  Update. 

Will  we  be  able  to  preserve  this  beautiful  planet  Earth  graced  by  life? 

NUCLEAR  WEAPONS  CHART 


DOCUMENT  69 
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PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  • 
Small  ICBM  Program 
Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base,  Montana 

Hearing  Location  //An.  /»T~  p.1. 


Organization: 
Mailing  4 


j*u. 


<~r 


Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 


Public  Designated  Represents*  ive 

Official  ___  of  Privata  Organization _ _ 

Check  here  if  you  wLL  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing.  at/4 
Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments.  j*/A-  ^ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement. 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS-  _ Draft  _ Final 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  ail  that  apply): 


Private 

Citizen 


Air  Force  Policy 

System  Requirements 

Employment 

Housing 

Education 

Public  Services 

Public  Finance 

Utilities 

Transportation 

Land  Use 

Other  (please  specify) _ 


Recreation 
Visual  Resources 
Cultural  Resources 
Native  American  Resources 
Biological  Resources 
Air  Quality 
Noise 

Water  Resources 
Geology  and  Soils 
Safety 


Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  use  thii 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  1987  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below. 

— en  jtt»  ^^iwi.  A-  etwwwr  Awseor 

4ftasrfr.  jdja.  4L  vaz-apw*  j£-  Air/i/tai  <  rv  '•jsAm  , 

Qtfrc  3Ack_.z£  MxC  t 

Or  cHt — Janm-hubf'. *- 

■OMtuMjL^jcKax.  ^  _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 

-Aowas*^  ifV  amis4«iT,  . 


The  dot  in  the  center  square  represents  all  the  firepower  used  in  World  War  II— total,  3  megatons  («  3  million 
tors  of  TNI  equivalent)  The  other  dots  represent  the  firepower  of  existing  nuclear  weapons— 20,000  megatons 
(equal  to  WW  II  t).  About  half  belong  to  the  USA.  the  other  half  to  the  Soviet  Union.  The  USA  has  more 
weapons,  thr  USSR  more  mrgatonnage  (-  throw  weight).  Nuclear  weapons  of  other  nations  are  not  recorded. 
The  top  lefi  circle  represents  the  weapons  on  just  one  of  our  31  ftneidon  submarines— 9  megatons— enough  to 
destroy  more  than  200  of  the  largest  Russian  cities.  The  lower  left  circle  represents  one  of  our  7  new  Thdent 
submarines  (Ohio  class),  24  megatons -enough  to  destroy  every  ma>or  city  in  the  northern  hemisphere  More 
d"(sare  being  added  every  day.  Do  you  think  there  are  enough  dots?  Or  too  many?  President  Reagan  has  promised 
to  build  thousands  of  additional  genoetda).  nuclear  devices  in  the  next  few  years.  No  doubt  the  USSR  will  try 
to  match  th*  se  efforts. 


At  (Tkrtkblhufi  fetUrffrlg.  -*! _ 


'fit  sy*t**i  A»s 

lair  to:  Director  of  Environmental  E 


vironmental  Plsnnif^ 
AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Bane,  California  92409-6448 


#X- 

Statement(s)  Attached 

__  Ym  JC  No 


•Filling  out  this  form  it  not  required,  but  It  is  recommended.  The  bearing  officer  will 
coll  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  In  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


E-85 


DOCUMENT  70 


ICUPHOMC  406  /  737  SUI 


August  20,  19(7 


Lt.  Col.  rotor  walsb 
jnci  -  (M/orv 

■or too  m  CA  91409-6 4 4( 

Door  Col.  Whlsbi 

fho  City  of  Croat  roll*  hu  reclamed  the  draft  laolroo— atal  impact 
Statement  l DtI5 )  for  tbo  Small  XC9M  at  Nalaotroo  APS,  Moetaao.  Me 
concur  with  tbo  laforaatioo  eootalood  la  tbo  nil  with  tbo  following 
exceptions: 

1.  Page  4-99*  "boos log  Option  #2",  Paragraph  2,  loot  sentence* 
tbo  word  "additional"  ia  oi Blooding  and  should  bo  dolotod  to 
make  tbo  oontonco  compatible  with  otbor  scatemaeta.  no  boliovo 
tbo  foortoon  year  service  llfo  for  oar  landfill  (pp.  3-47  and 
4-90  la  ooorly  optiaiatlc  bat  ogroo  that  with  tbo  loaood  pro- 
party  adjoining  tbo  proooot  landfill  would  provide  a  minimum  of 
IS  yoar a  aorvlco. 

'  2.  Pago  4-(4i  Tbo  laat  potontial  aitigation  measures  llatod  rofora 
to  "altoraatioo  aoarcoa  of  atato  and  fodoral  funding  to  provide 
for  additional  staff,  and  equipment,  for  local  sorer amenta . " 
Suggest  this  statement  bo  segmented  with  specific  aoarcoa,  if 
poaaiblo.  n*  know  of  noool 

I  3.  The  City-County  Planning  Board  baa  forwnrdod  to  to"  •  1 attar 

containing  tbolr  coownt*  on  tbo  MIS.  to  roltorato,  tbo  Board 
recooNonda  that  specifically  da flood  measures  bo  prowl dad  in  tbo 
final  8X8  to  oddrooa  identified  transportation  iapoeta  <lStb 
Straat  North,  River  Drive,  2nd  Aveaue  North,  S7tb  Street  Booth 
and  10th  Avenue  Sooth). 


Hobart  Stock  wall 
City  Managor 


DOCUMENT  71 


DOCUMENT ] 


PUBLIC  HBARINO  COMMENT  SHEET  • 
Small  ICBM  Program 
Malmstrom  Air  Fore*  Base,  Moataoa 


Hearing  Location  _ 


Data 


fUBUC  NEAJUNO  COMMENT  SHEET  " 
Small  ICBM  Program 
Malmstrom  Air  Porea  Baa*.  Moatana 

Hearing  Location  _$J&£ _  Data  7/ 


Nam*:  - _ 

Organ  Hut  torn _ _ _ _ 

Mailing  Address*  W  Um  - 

.  - 

Check  the  appropriate  participant  catagory* 

Public  Designated  Representative 

Official  _  of  Private  Organisation _ 

Check  here  if  you  wtah  to  ask  ■  question  Awing  the  hearing. 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  oom manta.  _ 

Cheek  here  if  you  wtah  to  submit  a  written  statement.  _ 

Cheek  here  If  you  wiah  to  receive  an  EI8.  _ Draft 

Area  of  question  or  com  mar1  (check  ail  that  apply)* 

_ _  Air  Force  Policy  Reera 

_ System  Requirement*  Vlaml 

_  Employment  Cultm 


Private 

ClttaenV 


Organ  I  sat  !•*»  . 
Mailing  AdAnm 


Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

Public  Designated  Bapvuaantatlve  Priv 

Official _  of  Private  Organisation  m  Clt) 

Check  Imre  if  you  wish  to  ask  s  question  Awing  the  hearing.  _ 

Check  here  If  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments. 

Check  here  If  you  wiah  to  submit  a  written  statement.  _ 

Chech  here  If  you  wiah  to  receive  an  OS.  _ Draft  _ Pinal 


Area  of  qwstlon  or  oonasnl  (check  all  that  applyb 


Education 
Public  Scrvicee 
Public  finance 
Utilities 
Transportation 
Land  Us* 

Othsr  (pleas*  woa 
<*  tht  r 


_v _  Other  (pleas*  specify)  SdiGi  f\ 

~t  y*  tv*  sr'A'rSt 

Please  turn  m  this  sheet  as  requested  by  T 


Recreation 
Visual  Resources 
Cultural  Resources 
Native  American  Resources 
Biological  Resources 
Air  Quality 
Noise 

Water  Resources 
Geology  and  Bolls 
Safety 


Written  comments  will  be  considered  In  preparation  of  the  Final  EtS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  In  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  ba  submitted  In  a  latter  or  other  format*  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  si.  1997  and  mailed  to  the 


Recceatlee 
-  yjgoi]  g«Knwess 
|  Cultural  Resources 
'  Native  American  ■ 


_ Utilities  _  Water  Resources 

_  Trensportstton  _  Geology  and  Bella 

j  _  Lead  Use  _  Safety  _  , 

1  |  ✓...  Other  (pies*  specify)  — fk  ttw  ifttnu.  2rHlli44^1 

Please  turn  hi  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  offtor. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  In  preparation  of  the  Final  US.  You  may  ass  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  kt  the  space  pros  Mad  below  or  in  on  attochod 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  ba  submitted  la  a  letter  or  otbor  format*  bom- 
ever,  comments  moat  b*  submitted  no  later  than  August  11,  1997  and  mailed  to  the 


v'  O-wvm.w  btwi*HT-  t>  •  C.mu«Ka^arc. 
Director  of  Environmental  Planning 


AFRCE-BM9/DEV 
Norton  Air  Fore*  Ba 


*.  California  97449-4449 


8taum*nt(a)  Attached 
Yea  Mo 


Director  of  Environmental  Planning 
AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Baa*.  California  99499-4449 


Statements)  Attached 
_  Tee  No 


"Filling  out  this  form  Is  not  required,  but  It  Is  recommended.  The  bearing  officer  will 
call  on  those  who  hare  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognising 
persons  who  Ad  not.  Thank  you  for  you r  cooperation. 


"Filling  out  lids  form  Is  not  required,  but  It  Is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  these  who  have  completed  and  tiwned  in  comment  sheets  before  reeegnlalng 
persons  whs  Ad  not.  Thank  you  for  ymw  cooperation. 


WI-IA3  Ci/l-tAa 


DOCUMENT  73 


PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  • 
Small  ICBM  Program 
Maimitrom  Air  Force  Base,  Montana 


Hearing  Location  / ^  |  g  (\  CL 


Organizations _ pC  n/cltC.  Cj 

7  ^  Cs.  A 


T 


JLCL 


Mailing  Address  1 


Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

public  Designated  Representative 


of  Private  Organisation  _ 


Check  here  If  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing. 
Check  here  If  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments. 


Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement.  _ 
Check  here  If  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS. _ Draft 


s/  Final 


Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  ail  that  apply): 


Air  Force  Policy 

System  Requirements 

Employment 

Housing 

Education 

Public  Services 

Public  Finance 

Utilities 

Transportation 

Land  Use 

Other  (please  speeify)_ 


Recreation 


Visual  Resources 
Cultural  Resources 
Native  American  Resources 
Biological  Resources 
Air  Quality 
Noise 

Water  Resources 
Geology  and  Soils 
Safety 


Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 


Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  In  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  198?  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below.  . 

_ _ fj igaa jta. _ 


-^■1 V  erf 

L — UtAHi*  ^u.*.  OL 


■wZJpwlv 

{jgrvy  £ 


>1s\  rr^-t  _ _ 


‘1 


■  J)  /it/! 


oS  -~-v\  il*J* 


-CP, 


r  i/  Ou 


Director  of  Environments? Planning 
AFRCE-BMS/DEV 
Norton  Air  Force  Base,  California  92409-8448 


Statement^)  Attached 
Yes  No 


•Filling  out  this  form  is  not  required,  but  It  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


DOCUMENT  74 


PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  • 
Small  ICBM  Program 
Malm strom  Air  Force  Base,  Montana 


Hearing  Location 
Name:  »  pi* 


D*" 


Organization:  _ 

Mailing  Atkkess: 


Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

Public  Designated  Representative  Private 

Official _  of  Private  Organization _  Citizen 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  Airing  the  heart i^.  Y 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments.  _  f 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement. 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS.  _ Draft  _  Final 


X- 


Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 


1  I 


_  Air  Force  Policy 

_v___  System  Requirements 
_____  Employment 
*  Housing 

_  Education 

Public  Services 

_ _  Public  Finance 

_ _  Utilities 

_  Transportation 

_  Land  Use  . 

_  Other  (please  specifyL&dfs/gjhtA*  a 

Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  ofl 


Recreation 
Visual  Resources 
Cultural  Resources 
Native  American  Resources 
Biological  Resources 
Air  Quality 
Noise 

Water  Resources 
Geology  and  Soils 
Safety 

_ 


ing  officer. 


Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  is  a  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  Aet^^l.  1987  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below. 


Director  of  Environmental  Planning 
AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base,  California  92409-6448 


Statement^)  Attached 
Yes  No 


•Filling  out  this  form  is  not  required,  but  it  is  recommended.  The  hearit«  officer  will 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  In  comment  sheets  before  recognizir* 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


DOCUMENT  75 


DOCUMENT 1 


PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  * 
Small  ICBM  Program 
Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base,  Montana 


PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  • 
Small  ICBM  Program 
Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base,  Montana 


Hearing  Location  _  Date  ^7 

Name:  J  i  (A  _ _ _ 


Hearing  Location 
fee-* 


D«t  *  yjs'ry 


Organization: _  _ _ _ 

Mailing  Address: _ */■/  8  . 


Name:  _  Sf^/ee-* 


Organization 


-  /7cZcx>f>_  (Tj T  ^>7 top/ 


Mailing  Address:  50 1  fr**etc6  g  3 


si 60/ 


Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 


Public 
Official  _ 


Designated  Representative 
of  Private  Organization 


Check  the  appropriate  partlelp'->»  category: 


Public 

Official 


Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ssk  a  question  during  the  hearing. 
Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments.  / 
Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement. 
Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS. 


Designated  Representative 
of  Private  Organization _ 


Private  / 
Citizen  * 


Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing. 
Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments. 


Draft  /  Final 


Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 

y  Air  force  Policy  _ _ 

" _ System  Requirements  _ ~ 

__  Employment  _ _ 

_ _  Housing 

_  Education  _ 

Public  Services  _ 

_  Public  Finance 

Utilities  _ “ 

Transportation 
_  Land  Use 


Check  here  If  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement.  _ 
Check  here  if  you  with  to  receive  an  EIS.  _ Draft 


/  Final 


Recreation 

Visual  Resources 

Cultural  Resources 

Native  American  Resources 

Biological  Resources 

Air  Quality 

Noise 

Water  Resources 
Geology  and  Soils 
Safety 


Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 


Other  (please  specify)  JO&  AM M/mLs 

Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 


Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  1987  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below. 


Air  Force  Policy 

System  Requirements 

Employment 

Housing 

Education 

Public  Services 

Public  Finance 

Utilities 

Transportation 

Land  Use 

Other  (please  specify) 


Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  "hearing  officer. 


_  Recreation 

_  Visual  Resources 

_  Cultural  Resource* 

_  Native  American  Resources 

_  Biological  Resources 

_  Air  Quslity 

_  Noise 

_  Water  Resources 

_  Geology  and  Soils 

_  Safely 


Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  In  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  198?  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below. 

7k* 


:  £/$  the*,  ap*  -*y*t***i  htlSl. 

Ati  n  LtJXvdiAr  of  cm.  & i  **v<pi 


Director  of  Fnviron mental  Planning 
AFRCE-BMS/DF.V 

Norton  Air  Force  Rase.  California  92409  6448 


Statemenl(a)  Attached 
Yes  No 


•Filling  out  this  form  is  not  required,  but  it  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


Director  of  Environmental  Planning 
irarr.RHVnpv 

Norton  Air  Force  Base.  California  92409-6441 


Statement!*)  Attached 
Yes  No 


•Filling  out  this  form  la  not  required,  but  It  is  recoin  mended.  The  hearing  officer  wil 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  In  comment  sheets  before  recognizint 
person*  who  did  no!.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


E-87 


<y>  Eva-i/75 


DOCUMENT  77 


DOCUMENT  78 


PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  • 
Small  ICBM  Program 
Malmitrom  Air  Fore*  Base,  Montan* 


Designated  Representative 
of  Private  Organization _ _ 


Hearing  Location  /irf- '*  </ 

Name:  _._<Q _ £1/1 L 

Organisation:  _ _ 

M.illt*  ***,«>:  _  V  <VS  _ 

_  ft±l^uar-f!t 

Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

Public 
Official  _ 

Check  here  If  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing 

Check  here  If  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments.  _ < 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement.  _ 
Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS.  _ Draft 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 

_ Air  Force  Policy  _ 

_  System  Requirements  _ _ 

_  Employment  _ 

_ _ Housing  _ 

_ Education  _ 

' _ Public  Services  _ 

Public  Finance 

_  Utilities 

Transportation 
~  Land  Use 


'Sew,  Sr . 


S?£6l 


Private 

Citizen 


si 


Recreation 

Visual  Resources 

Cultural  Resources 

Native  American  Resources 

Biological  Resources 

Air  Quality 

Noise 

later  Resources 

ieology  and  Soils 
8#fety 


Other  (please  specify) _ Ct  *  /y  C  £ _ W' i  K~it  I 

Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format:  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  1917  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below.  " 


Director  of  Environmental  Planning 
AFftCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base.  California  92409-6449 


Statement(s)  Attached 
Yea  No 


‘Filling  out  this  form  la  not  required,  but  It  is  recommended.  Che  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheeta  before  recognize 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  * 
Small  ICBM  Program 
M tin strom  Air  Force  Base,  Montana 


Hearing  Location  UeUvnA 


Date 


Name: 

Organisation:  _ ~ 

Mailing  Address: 


-SCtLi 


.Sk«t_5L 


a  wr _ SftlM 


Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 


Public 
Official  _ 


Designated  Representative 
of  Private  Organ  last  ion _ 


Private 
Citizen  h/' 


1  I 


Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing. 
Check  hare  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments.  ✓ 

Cheek  here  If  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement.  _ _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS.  _ Draft 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply). 

_ Air  Force  Policy 

J _ System  Raquinmantt 

______  Employment 

_  Housing 

_  Education 

_ Public  Services 

_ ”  Public  Finance 

_ Utilities 

_ _  Transportation 

1  Use 


Recreation 

V'sual  Resources 

Cultural  Resources 

Native  American  Resources 

Biological  Resources 

Air  Quality 

Noise 

Water  Resources 
Geology  and  Soils 
Safety 


V  ot«.r  g»cifv>  iaaatoa  fKi _ 

Pleaae  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format:  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  Auguat  21,  1997  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below. 


Director  of  Environmental  Planning 
AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base,  California  92409-9441 


StstementU)  Attached 


‘Filling  out  this  form  is  not  required,  but  it  Is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  thoee  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  reeegmzlr* 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


DOCUMENT  79 


304  Rlvorvlew  Dr.  W. 

Gr««t  FBI Id,  Mt.  59404 
August  8,  1987 

Direetor  of  Environmental  Planning 

afhcr-msdev 

Norton  Air  Toro*  Baaa,  CA.  92409-6498 
Desr  Sir, 

I  reouoatmd  the  opportunity  to  malca  a  statement  at  tfta  July  22  hearing  is 
Great  Palls,  Mt.,  on  deployment  of  the  Mldgetoan  missile.  Apparently  they 
were  running  over-time  because  I  was  not  called  on  to  express  my  views.  Below 
are  the  remarks  I  would  have  made,  which  I  would  like  to  enter  in  the  record. 


Col.  Welsh  and  Members  of  tha  panel: 

The  economic,  social  and  environmental  impact  of  Mldgetoan  has  been  well 
documented.  However,  a  significant  aspect  of  the  proposal  has  not  been 
addressed,  and  I  feel  It  should  be  =:ade  a  part  of  the  offlolal  record. 

Funding  and  deployment  of  the  system  woj:d  virtually  guarantee  that  tha 
Military- Industrial  Complex  will  be  kept  busy  well  into  ‘he  next  century. 

If  the  United  States  should  ever  get  back  on  a  peaoe-ti.  footing,  I  shudder 
to  think  of  the  catastrophic  effect  It  would  have  on  our  economy  if  all  you 
people  in  the  military  were  suddenly  released  to  the  civilian  labor  market. 

I  am  troubled  by  two  aspects  of  this  program: 

No.  1  ’.Then  the  river  la  rising,  everyone  stops  what  they  are  doing  and 
sandbags  the  rl  er  bank-  You  do  not  stop  to  debate  the  environmental  Impact 
of  the  dike.  If  cur  national  security  is  In  oerll  and  Mldgetman  la  aaaantlal 
to  our  aeftey,  then  get  those  missile  in  piece-- immediately.  The  very  fact 
that  you  can  horse  around  for  months  with  these  public  hearings  and  minutely 
examine  every  conceivable  aspect  of  the  protect  suggests  that  there  really 
is  no  great  urgency  to  deploy  the  mi  sal  lea,  and  that  perhaps  the  11,000  nuclear 
warheads  end  three  delivery  systems  we  now  have  may  be  adequate.  The  flaccid, 
self-serving  arguements  put  forth  by  both  military  and  civilian  supporters  of 
this  program  ere  not  convincing. 

No.  2  '(hen  you  consider  th*'  billions  of  dollars  the  military  has  squandered 
on  such  technilo^lcal  turkeys  as  the  S*t .  York  anti-aircraft  «un,  the  Bradley 
tank  and  the  B1  boraoer,  when  you  consider  the  shemhlas  your  space  program  Is 
in,  don't  you  think  It  strains  credibility  to  suvaest  th«t  Mldgetman  will 
function  as  you  claim  It  will? 

In  sunnwry,  I  question  the  need  for  Mdgotmnn,  and  the  military’s  past 
record  elves  little  assurance  that  It  will  work. 


PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  • 

Small  ICBM  Program 
Mai  nn  strom  Air  Force  Base,  Montana 

Hearing  Location  m?  5fS  Oat#  3b 

M.  h/iU-i*M<;  _ _ 


DOCUMENT  80 


tl 


Organisation: 
Mailing 


T.-O :  413 

£«sr  Mr  - 


Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 


Public 
Official  _ 


Designated  Representative 
of  Privste  Organization  _ _ 


Private 

Citizen, 


Check  here  if  you  wise  to  ask  •  question  during  tha  hearing. 
Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments. 


Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement,  y? 
Check  here  If  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS.  ^  Draft/ 
Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 


Air  Force  Policy 
System  Requirements 
Employment 
"  using 
Educetion 
Public  Services 
Public  Finance 
Utilities 
Transportation 
Land  Usa 

Other  (please  ^ecify) 


Recreation 

Visual  Resources 

Cultural  Resources 

Native  American  Resources 

Biological  Resources 

Air  Quality 

Noise 

Water  Resources 
Geology  and  Soils 
Safety 


Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  me  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  apace  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  1997  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below. 


I  think  th*  money  nl located  Tor  this  wren  on  system 
housing.  Mutation,  medics!  research  and  cleaning 


_  /Sr.  ittem.  Q&li X  _ 


could  be  better  spent 
p  Pur  air  and  water. 


cc:  5en.  John  Melcher,  ,5cn. 


Bay  Ozaon 

O 
0B 

az  Beucus,  ilep.  Pat  ‘.'llllnms,  Nep.  Bon  Marlenea  ^ 


Director  of  Environmental  Planning 
AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base,  California  92409-4449 


■h  l?t 


StstementU)  Attached  , 

Yes  No  tK&JUkJ 


•Filling  out  this  form  is  not  required,  but  It  Is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  I”  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  coopera:  ion. 
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PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  • 

Small  ICBM  Program 
Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base,  Montana 

Hearing  location  .  Ds,c  7t  JJ.  77 

Name:  Lon  W-Me-i*/*  --  - . -  - . 

Organization:  &A:£.  L«*>-  6c&u*  it i/A,  CUAClL.  Uun  CamCSIMMJ  t-»SrCaagat ***£%£?£?£ 
o  ~  a  "  _ _ 


Private 

Citizen 


...filing  Address:  j _ _ 

"ML&MAr  ... 

Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 
public  Designated  Representative 

Official  of  Private  Organization _ 

Chec*  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing.  _ 

Check  here  If  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments. _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement.  _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS.  _ _  Draft  X  Final 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 

Air  Force  Policy 
System  Requirements 

_  Employment 

Housing 
Education 
Public  Services 

_ Public  Finance 

~  Utilities 

Transportation 

V  Other  (please  specify)  * mauT -~TN£  MlUsStStl£lJC.  G  e 

...  w  ...  f>»p  Euet  y  p£ts*S  '#  U£A. ,  **” 

Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer.  Jy^r-  A\0mta** 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  1987  and  mailed  to  the 


Recreation 

Visual  Resources 

Cultural  Resources 

Native  American  Resources 

Biological  Resources 

Air  Quality 

Noise 

Water  Resources 
Geology  and  Soils 
Safety 


•Filling  out  this  form  is  not  required,  but  it  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 
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PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  • 
Small  ICBM  Program 
Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base,  Montana 

Hearing  Location  tiJL 

fl* 


D... llgj 


Organization:  _ _ - - 

Mailing  AAWaa:  5) _ A  - 


Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

Public  Deaignatad  Representative 

Official _  of  Private  Organization 

Check  bar*  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing. 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments.  _ 

Check  here  If  you  wish  to  submit  ■  written  statement,  , _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  to  EIS.  _ _ Draft 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply* 


ivc  Private 

_  Citizen  1/ 


Air  Force  Policy 
System  Requirements 
Employment 
Housing 
Education 
Public  Services 
Public  Finance 
’  Utilities 
'  Transportation 
~  Land  Use 

Other  (please  specify)_ 


Recreation 
Visual  Resources 
Cultural  Resources 
Native  American  Resources 
Biological  Resources 
Air  Quality 
Noise 

Water  Resources 
Geology  and  Soils 
Safely 


Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  com  menu  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever,  com  menu  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  1987  end  mailed  to  the 
address  below. 


Director  of  Environmental  Planning 
AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base,  California  92409-8448 


Statements)  Attached 


•Filling  out  this  form  is  not  required,  but  it  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 
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DOCUMENT  84 


PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET 
Small  ICBM  Program 
Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base,  Montana 


Hearing  Location  < 


1^Z?7 


PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  • 
Small  ICBM  Program 
Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base,  Montane 

Hearing  Location  UllruA  Mi-  Date 


Name:  Afo/Piw*/  AfA<dda  V 


Mailing  AdAess:  1^2^  doAyon 


tlripm  fl-TTWl 


Organization: 
Mailing 


Ro  Ptt  m* 


hit  Lima  MT  Slit* 


Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

Public  Designated  Representative 

Official _  of  Private  Organization _ 

Check  aere  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing. 
Check  here  If  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments. 


Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 


Private  / 
Citizen  </ 


Public 

Official 


Designated  Representative 
of  Private  Organization _ 


Check  here  If  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement.  _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS.  _ Draft 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 


Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing. 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments.  _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement. 


rv*sft 


Air  Force  Policy 

System  Requirements 

Employment 

Housing 

Education 

Public  Services 

Public  Finance 

Utilities 

Transportation 

Land  Use 

Other  (please  specify)  _ 


Recreation 

Visual  Resources 

Cultural  Resources 

Native  American  Resources 

Biological  Resources 

Air  Quality 

Noise 

Water  Resources 
Geology  and  Soils 
Safety 


Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  ei.her  in  th>-  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  admitted  in  a  lette  :r  other  format;  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  late,  than  August  21,  J87  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below. 

_TV _ < _ >  _  T/~.  f>  *4  rd  ft, _ 

1  '.-Sort — o — rxiSaL - 

y  Ulfakl  u.-\\\  .  do  wiTtfi  l&fll 


Check  here  If  you  with  to  receive  an  EIS. 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 

_  Air  Force  Policy  _ 

_  System  Requirements  _ 

_  Employment  _ 

_  Housing  _ 

_  Education  _ 

_____  Public  Services  _ 

_  Public  Finance  _ 

_  Utilities  _ 

_  Transportation 

_  Land  Use 

Other  (please  specify) 

Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  commenti  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  he  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  1987  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below. 


Recreation 

Visual  Resources 

Cultural  Resources 

Native  American  Resources 

Biological  Resources 

Air  Quality 

Noise 

Water  Resources 
Geology  and  Soils 


>  SJ*_  - 

OX  do'Vt  .m.ii’t  oc  jj.-  .j 

G  frthu-l  iju*.  (V  i  ri.f  .* 

T|iv  CL']  iMi  satf-V 


_ _ t  _ _ _ _  _ _ _ ^ _ 

-U*g-  M.9&..  umi  ad  ix4-  Jimfr1  .  ...  _ 

.  tLtti  L5,  Oflj.  '  d.  gftv\4aniimH*<>»\  fAlAniT 

ik.  - 1  _&*.  Q. _ 

Jv 1 ..£i± d_  a  .Simula 


Statement(s)  Attached 
Yes  No 


1'iall  to:  Director  of  Environmental  Planning 
AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base,  California  92409-8446 
•Filling  out  thia  form  is  no/,  equlred,  but  it  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


Norton  Air  Force  Base,  California  92409-8448 
•Filling  out  this  form  is  not  required,  but  it  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  w-'l 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation.  . 


F  »T-  ■)  ■  -  «  v- 


E-89 


DOCUMENT  85 


PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  8HEET  * 
Small  ICBM  Program 
Malmstrom  Air  Foret  But,  Montana 


Names _ 

Organization: 
Mailing  Adcfrtni 


Hearing  Location  Malaga,  NT 
Batts  J.  Hlpar-Inaath 


Date  7J25J&7 


417  8.  _ 

Hklaaa,  Iff 


Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 


Designated  Representative 
of  Private  Organization _ 


Public 
Official 

Check  hart  if  you  with  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing. 
Check  here  If  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments. 


Private 

Cititen 


Check  here  If  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statMnent.  * 
Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS.  _  Draft 


Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  ill  that  apply): 


Air  Force  Policy 

System  Requirements 

Employment 

Housing 

Education 

Public  Services 

Public  Finance 

Utilities 

Transportation 

Land  Use 

Other  (please  specify) _ 


Recreation 

Visual  Raaources 

Cultural  Resources 

Native  American  Resources 

Biological  Resources 

Air  Quality 

Noise 

Water  Resources 
Geology  snd  Soils 
Safety 


Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preperation  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  1987  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below. 

_ The  jropoaad  ays  tan  la  Hoc  tana  la  upaooeptahle  to  *a ,  It  la  only 

__  BgtUMi.faLiMgU- 

ata"  la  aaariaa  of  prior  Matarraata*.  I  liataoad  vary  oazafully  to  tha 
presentation  of  tha  conclusions  in  the  1 


Director  of  Environmental  Planning 
APRCB-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base,  California  92409-6448 


Statements  Attached 
Yes  No 


•Filling  out  this  form  is  not  required,  but  it  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  tor  your  cooperation. 


DOCUMENT  86 


kUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  • 
Small  ICBM  Program 
Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base,  Montana 


Haaring  Location  (ttzm i  F+  lit  Pate  2,L~  J»J-<  7 

Name:  - - - 

Organization: _  _ _ _ 

Mailing  Address:  _  JB _ _ _ _ 

-  vu.  ML  _ ' 


Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 


Public 

Official 


Designated  Representative 

of  Private  Organization _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  tha  hearing. 
Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments. 


Private 

Citizen 


Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statrment.  _ 
Check  her#  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS.  _ Draft 


Area  of  question  or  comment  (chece  ail  that  applyh 


_  Air  Force  Policy 

_  System  Requirements 

_ Employment 

_  Housing 

_  Education 

_  Public  Services 

_  Public  Finance 

_  Utilities 

Transportation 

Land  Usa  _ 

’  Other  (please  specify)  gf 


Recreation 

Visual  Resources 

Cultural  Resources 

Native  American  Resources 

Biological  Resources 

Air  Quality 

Noise 

Water  Resources 
Geology  and  Soils 
Safety 


Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  use  this 


sheet  to  submit  w-Dten  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  1987  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below. 


Jttj  f  ffcsn/s'a  /■ 


Director  of  Environmental  Planning 
AFRCE-8MS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base,  California  92409-6448 


Statemant(s)  Attached 
_  Yes  No 


•Filling  out  this  form  is  not  required,  but  it  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 
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‘Bircltaif  tzRancfi 


00*11.  AMD  NANCY  DC  AN 
IMim.MwtiU  INI! 
m  It*  MM 

Aug/5 /*•’ 


PATRICIA  M.  LINDSEY,  M  .D. 
2449  Colorado  Gulch 
Helena.  Montana  59601 


Director  of  Environmental  Planning 
APRCf  BMSDBV 

Norton  Air  force  Base,  Ulif. 


July  27.  1987 


Dear  i'lr* 

We  are  very  much  opposed  to  the  Kldgctnan  as  proposed. 

We  have  had  to  deal  with  the  Hlnutemtn  since  its  deployment, 

ht. .  We  hive  one 


Director  of  Environmental  Planning 
AFRCB-BMS/DBV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base,  Calif. 


Dear  Director: 


We  have  a  ranch  3©  wiles  west  of  Urea* 
silo  03  and  Mllea  of  cable  line. 


Our  gates  have  been  left  open,  our  county  roads  damaged  and  broken 
eattle  guard*.  Wild  life  killing  out  of  season,  breaking  and  entering 
private  property,  stealing  and  criminal  activity  has  Increased 
enorwoualy. 


Mb  are  steadfastly  opposed  to  wore  missiles. 
Sincerely, 


Than*  you  for  this  opportunity  to  speak  out 
againist  deployment  of  Midgetman  missiles 
in  north-central  Montana.  I  had  meant  to 
attend  the  hearing  in  Helena  on  Saturday. 
July  25,  2987  but  was  detained. 


I  can  think  of  many  reasons  vhy  these  missiles 
should  not  be  in  Montana  and  no  reason  why 
they  should  be  in  this  state  or  any  other  state. 
We  need  to  decrease  nuclear  weapons  in  the 
United  States  not  add  to  them. 


Sincerely  yours. 


Douglas  A  Raney  Daar 


Patricia  K.  Lindsey,  M . D. 


> 

E*J 
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GREAT  FALLS  CLINIC 


Director  of  Environmental  Planning 

AFRCE- bmsdev 

Morton  Air  Force  Base,  CA  92409-6448 


I  am  writing  at  this  tine  in  support  of  proposed  nlaceaent 
of  Midgetman  in  Montana  and  through  Malwstrom  Air  Force 
Bose, 

I  have  personally  had  the  opportunity  to  view  some  of  the 
present  missile  sites  and  fully  appreciate  the  need  for 
not  only  updated  missile  technology  but  also  a  revamp 
and  updating  In  the  support  and  launch  facility  to  Include 
particularly  the  antiquated  and  very  noisy  computer  backups. 
Furthermore,  1  appreciate  and  endorse  the  philosphy  of 
deference  to  maintain  peace  and  consider  that  the  land 
base  missile  system  is  in  effect,  the  lynch  pin  of  the 
defensive  triad. 

I  feel  that  we  the  people  of  Great  Falls  have  In  the  past, 
and  will  continue  in  the  future,  to  stand  steadfast  in  our 
support  of  Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base,  its  personnel  and 
its  mission  and  would  hope  that  future  would  include  that 
of  the  Midgetman  placement. 


MONTANA  CHAMBER  OF  COMMERCE 


Lieutenant  Colonial  Peter  Walsh 
AfRC£-B*S/DEy 
Norton  Air  Force  Base 
California  92409-6446 

Dear  Lieutenant  Colonial  Walsh: 

The  Montana  Chwber  of  Co— erce  would  like  to  offer  the  following  en— into 
on  the  Draft  Envlror— nt*1  Impact  State— nt  (EIS)  for  the  small  Interconti¬ 
nental  Ballistic  Mlssle  (ICBH)  at  Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base. 

First  and  foremost  the  Montana  Chamber  would  like  to  reiterate  our  support 
for  location  of  the  Midget— n  Mlssle  at  Malmstrom.  Unfortunately,  we  were 
unable  to  attend  the  recent  hearing  In  Helena.  If  we  had  been  present  we 
would  have  expressed  our  overwhelming  support  for  the  ‘‘"loyment  of  the 
I  CBM. 

As  Indicated  by  the  EIS  the  location  of  the  I CBM  at  h  ms tram  would  gen¬ 
erate  — ny  positive  returns  for  the  entire  state  of  Montana.  For  example, 
many  Jobs,  either  directly  or  Indirectly,  would  be  created  as  a  result  of 
the  I CBM  project.  These  positive  economic  factors  Nearly  merit  our  en¬ 
dorse— nt. 

For  your  Infor—  tion,  the  Montana  Charter  of  Co— erce  Is  a  broad  based  state¬ 
wide  business  organization.  Our  nertershlp  Is  a  combination  of  many  In¬ 
terests  such  as  agriculture.  Industry,  utilities,  hotel s/motels,  and  many 
other  mains treet  businesses. 

The  Charter  Board  of  01  rectors,  which  likewise  represents  a  variety  ot 
Montana  business  Interests,  recently  voted  to  unanimously  support  the  lo¬ 
cation  of  the  I  CBM  at  Malmstrom. 

The  Montana  Chamber  of  Co— erce  not  only  encourages  the  deployment  of  the 
IC8M  but  gladly  welcomes  It  to  Montana.  Enclosed  for  your  Information  Is 
a  letter  of  support  we  recently  sent  to  our  Congressional  Delegation. 


Thank  you  for  the  opportunity  to  offer  these  coi 
to  call  on  us  If  we  can  be  of  any  assistance. 


•nto  and  please  feel  free 


Forrest  H.  Boles 
President 


FHB/ssg 

cc:  Great  Falls  Chaaber  of  Coi 
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Robert  C.  Kelleher 
John  S.  Yoder 
Robert  L.  Kelleher.  Jr. 


KELLEHER  LAW  OFFICE 

ATTORNEYS  AT  LAW 

230  Grand  Avenue 
Billing*.  Montana  59101 
(406)  212-6521 


June  25,  1987 


3  August  1987 


Representative  Pat  Williams 
2457  Rayburn  House  Office  Building 
Washington,  D.C.  20S15 


Dear  Representative  Williams: 


The  Montana  Chamber  of  Commerce  wishes  to  encourage  your  support 
for  locating  the  proposed  Midgetman  missile  in  Montana. 

The  project,  which  would  provide  4,500  to  5,000  new  jobs  in  the  state, 
with  an  expenditure  of  $1.5  billion  would  be  of  great  assistance  to 
Montana's  economy.  Our  state  cannot  afford  to  deter  such  a  major 
emp  oyer  in  Montana  or  refuse  to  endorse  this  unique  project. 

Montana  must  not  become  divided  in  its  support  of  the  Midgetman 
missile.  While  it  is  true  Great  Falls  would  experience  the  greatest 
economic  benefit*,  we  feel  the  project  would  be  a  "shot  in  the  arm" 
for  the  entire  Montana  economy.  For  example,  many  contractors  and 
subcontractors  from  across  the  state  would  be  needed  to  provide 
direct  or  indirect  service  for  the  Midgetman  project.  There  would  also 
be  an  increased  demand  for  service  from  existing  Montana  businesses. 

We  urge  you  to  give  positive  consideration  to  the  economic  benefits 
of  such  a  program  to  Montana.  The  key  to  bringing  the  Midgetman  to 
our  state  will  be  both  your  personal  support  and  unified  support 
of  our  entire  congressional  delegation. 

The  Montana  Chamber  of  Commerce  thanks  you  for  your  involvement  thus 
far,  and  requests  your  support  to  make  the  location  of  the  Midgetman 
in  Montana  a  reality. 


F.H.  "Buck*  Boles 
President 


Director  of  Environmental  Planning 
Norton  Air  Force  Base 
AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

San  Bernadlno,  CA  92409-6448 


The  undersigned  as  an  individual  objects  to  the 
placement  of  200  Midgetman  missiles  in  Montana  on  the  ground 
that  said  Midgetman  missiles  are  in  violation  of  Salt  I  and 
Salt  II. 

Because  their  circular  error  probable  (C.E.P.l  is  less 
Chan  100  meters,  Midgetman  Is  a  first  strike  weapon,  and 
therefore  an  ant 1-bal 1 1 st ic  missile  In  violation  of  Salt  I. 

Furthermore,  it  is  in  violation  of  Salt  II  because  Salt 
II  la)  has  not  expired  by  its  own  terms,  and  (b)  the 
president  had  no  authority  to  "attempt”  to  retrieve  the 
treaty  from  the  United  States  Senate  once  it  had  been 
referred  to  the  Senate. 

The  fact  that  the  treaty  had  any  termination  date  is  not 
relevant  because  any  termination  date  contained  in  the 
treaty  was  tolled  by  the  failure  of  the  U.S.  Senate  to 
either  vote  the  treaty  up  or  down. 

Also,  because  tne  guidance  system  of  Midgetman  is 
essentially  the  same  as  that  of  the  MX  missile,  and  because 
the  Air  Force  has  advised  the  Congress  that  the  guidance 
systems  in  about  21  of  the  MX  missiles  are  not  trustworthy, 
the  Midgetman  missile  is  likewise  environmentally  not  safe 
because  of  the  inadequacies  inherent  i.n  its  guidance 
system . 

Sincerely  ycurs,  a 

Robert  C.  Kelleher,  Sr. 
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MAUA.  WAN/  JOHNSON  A  HOPKINS,  P.C. 

ATTMNUJ  AT  LAW 
4)4  DAVIDSON  M/'lLMNC 
r  O  •OK  UM 

ClUt  TAILS.  MONTANA  tMl-ISH 

August  6,  1987 


Lt.  Col.  Peter  Nalah 
August  6,  1987 
Pag*  2 


Malststrosi  Air  Pore*  Bass  has  b««n,  and  1  aw  sure  will 
continue  to  be,  not  only  what  on*  Might  call  a  good  neighbor, 
but  also  an  integral  part  of  the  Great  Palls  coasunity.  I 
look  forward  to  continuing  to  work  with  you  in  any  way  that  1 
can. 


Lt.  Colonel  Peter  Walsh 

AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  APB,  CA  92409-6448 


Dear  Lt.  Col.  Walsh i 


ve«  truly  yours , 


Although  1  did  not  wake  an  oral  statement  at  the  Great 
Falls  hearing  on  the  draft  Environmental  Impact  Statenent 
IEIS) ,  I  did  indicate  that  I  wanted  to  submit  a  written 
statement  regarding  the  proposed  Midgetnan  missile  project  at 
Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base.  In  submitting  this  letter  to  you  I 
am  speaking  both  as  a  private  individual  and  as  the  current 
chsirman  of  the  Great  Falls  Area  Chamber  of  Commerce. 

First,  I  want  to  consend  you  and  and  your  staff  for  the 
intsgrity,  patience  and  cordiality  with  which  you  conducted 
the  recent  hearings.  Further,  the  Air  Force  is  to  be  cosssended 
for  the  quality  of  the  draft  EIS. 

Unfortunately,  while  the  recent  hearings  were  designed 
to  take  testisiony  regarding  the  EIS,  they  aeeared,  as  with  all 
such  hearings,  to  deteriorate  into  a  debate  on  the  merits  of 
nuclear  weapons.  Our  nucleai  deterrent  force  should  not  be 
the  subject  of  local  debate  at  this  stage  of  the  proceeding. 

The  issues  involved  are  complex,  requiring  expertise  and 
extensive  study,  all  of  which  I  must  assume  has  already  been 
completed.  When  decisions  having  national  impact  have  been 
reached  by  our  elected  leaders,  we  as  citizens  must  accept 
and  abide  by  them. 

As  a  result  I  do  believe  that  the  local  community  is 
overwhelmingly  supportive  of  the  proposal  to  place  the 
Midgetaan  missile  here  at  Kalmstrom.  In  making  that 
statement,  I  must  add,  however,  that  we  are  also  very 
concerned  about  the  potential  impact,  both  positive  and 
negative,  on  our  conuunity.  As  long  as  the  various  impacts 
are  dealt  with  appropriately,  I  believe  the  community  wi  1 ' 
continue  to  be  supportive.  Certainly  ionic  of  the  impacts 
will  require  financial  contributions  from  the  Air  Force  both 
during  the  time  of  construction  and  throughout  the  time  the 
system  is  in  place. 


SON  t  HOPKINS,  P.C. 


United  States  Department  of  the  Interior 

BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 
MILES  CITY  DISTRICT  OFFICE 
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PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  • 
Small  ICBM  Program 
Malmstrom  Air  Pores  Base,  Montana 


Hearing  Location  _ 

Name: 

Organisation:  _ _ 

Mailing  Address:  BoX  7 


Lt.  Col.  Pstsr  Walsh 
AF1CI  -  BMS/DEV 

Horton  API,  California  82109-6448 

II:  Raview  of  MIS  for  Small  ICBM  at  Mslestroa  APB.  Montana 


Tha  altarnativa  aalactad  aay  have  soea  impact  to  lands  and  ninsrals  that  BIM 
wanages  in  Whaatland  County.  Whan  the  affactad  launch  fscilltias  ara 
idsntifiad,  we  request  that  this  office  ha  notified  ao  chat  furthar  analysis 
can  be  sceoep liahad. 

Thank  you  for  tha  oppportunity  to  review  tha  DEIS. 


Si  nears ly  yours. 


Sandra  E.  Sac her 
Associate  District  Manager 


Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

Public  Designated  Representative 

Official _  of  Private  Organisation _ 

Check  bare  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing. 

Check  here  If  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments.  _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement,  x 
Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS.  _ Draft 


Private  v 
Citizen  A 


No 


Ares  of  question  or  commsnt  {check  ell  that  apply): 

'X  Air  Force  Policy  *  y  Recreation 

_  System  Requirements  ~  x  Visual  Resources 

_ Employment  _  Cultural  Resources 

_  Housing  _____  Native  American  Resources 

_  Education  V  Biological  Resources 

_  Public  Services  V  Air  Quality 

_  Public  Finance  _____  Noise 

_ Utilities  X  Water  Resources 

V  Transportation  ,**  Geology  and  Soils 

X  Land  Us*  t  Safety  .  t  J 

^  | _ Other  (please  specify)* t  ...  v-  ♦  -jlu-.  ,1s. {  ,»  <Vt^. 

Plesse  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  romments  either  in  the  specs  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  tetter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  1987  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below. 

- Ll«.'  >»Vj - . - - - . - UAn  I'<V,  ,  ■ 

^ n  <*  y 4a *  rl  I».t 

_ fe  ‘  !tkf  t  m‘^~A 

■w  - \jgny  .L-  i^i « y.*  ./la  u.  ■.“» A  ( r- vV <* ha.  tut.-  * 

t'*-  •*.{  t A  .A  K.j-1  Lx  t  *  u  t .  A*.> 

•  *  ^  -  1  .i.  iu  Itt-*.  f'/n  -  f  <4— -■  -^1  fc  U+-A 


Mail  lor  Director  of  Environmental  Planning  Statements)  Attached 

AFRCE-BMS/DEV  _  Yes  No 

Norton  Air  Force  Base.  California  97409-6448 
"Filling  out  this  form  is  not  required,  but  It  Is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
ca’I  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognising 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 
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DATA  REQUIRED  8Y  THE  PRIVACY  ACT  OF  1974 
(S  U.S.C  552*} 

|.  Authority 

33  U.S.C  55557a,  557b,  597,  709* 

2.  Principal  Purpose 

Information  is  used  to  compile  mailing  lists  for  sending  brochures  and  other  data 
concerning  the  project  to  those  who  might  be  interested. 

3.  Routine  Uses 

A.  Information  is  forwarded  to  Federal,  State,  and  local  agencies,  and  Congressmen. 

B.  Information  is  used  to  compile  mailing  lists  for  other  projects  in  which  the  person 
supplying  the  information  might  have  an  interest. 

C.  Information  is  compiled  In  a  Record  of  Public  Meeting  and  made  available  to  the  public. 

D.  Names  of  people  and  their  comments  during  the  public  meeting  are  published  In  project 
reports. 

4.  Mandatory  or  Voluntary  Disclosure  and  Effect  on  Individual  Not  Providing  Information 

-  Voluntary  *  FaH,"*e  to  provi'?»  the  lr*formn»'on  rw)uu„-  could  •■••suit  In  failure  to  receive 
brochures  and  notification  of  further  developments. 
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DATA  REQUIRED  BY  THE  PRIVACY  ACT  OF  1974 
(5  U.S.C  552a) 

1.  Authority 

33  U.S.C  55557a,  557b,  597,  709a 

2.  Principal  Purpose 

Info,  nation  Is  used  to  compile  mailing  lists  for  sending  brochures  and  other  data 
concerning  the  project  to  those  who  might  be  interested. 

3.  Routine  Use* 

A.  Information  Is  forwarded  to  Federal,  Stata,  and  local  agencies,  and  Congressmen. 

B.  information  is  used  to  compile  mailing  lists  for  other  projects  in  which  the  person 
supplying  the  Information  might  have  an  Interest. 

C.  Information  la  compiled  In  a  Record  of  Public  Meeting  and  made  available  to  the  public. 

D.  Names  of  people  and  their  comments  during  the  public  meeting  *r*  publlsV-*  Ir  project 
reports. 

4.  Mandatory  or  Voluntary  Dtsclforfire  and  Effect  on  Individual  Not  Providing  Information 

Voluntary  -  Failure  to  provlfo  the  information  requested  could  result  In  failure  to  receive 
brochures  and  notification  of  further  developments. 
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PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  * 
Small  ICBM  Program 
Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base,  Montana 


Hearing  Location  yy\V- Date  2-4 v 

...  0 


Organisation: 
Mailing  Ad**aa 


Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 


Designated  Representative 
of  Private  Organization _ 


Private  / 
Citizen  ^ 


Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearipg.  _ 

Check  here  If  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments.  r 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement?  ✓  _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS.  _ Draft  t^Final 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 


Air  Force  Policy 

System  Requirements 

Employment 

Housing 

Education 

Public  Services 

Public  Finance 

Utilities 

Transportation 

Laad  Use 

Other  (please  specify) 


Recreation 
Visual  Resources 
Cultural  Resources 
Native  American  Resources 
Biological  Resources 
Air  Quality 
Noise 

Mater  Resources 
Geology  and  Sofia 
Safety 


Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  E18.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  q>ace  provided  below  or  in  ao  attached 
abatement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format;  how* 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  I9t7  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below.  .  . 

1  Cwa-1  VwucomikH*  WmVag.  Consider*  V»e«» 

_  tii  <COv>OUMC  _  I 

_ c.  samwtewAnx-c.  -  ^jr« Vi«.i  ^  &  *c*.«Vu*  -xltt e<r 

_ _ _  .  JUS  ZlElltQFAAl-lK  -  _U*+L.  UC  i, Clttg- 

—  ■T.'ja pituu,( 

_ Ol?  \av**vaV\*«  aV  a  4*.a.U  _  A-i  k< 

e  KuVi  Ovk  '  O  U<n. 

Mail  to:  Director  of  Environmental  Planning  statement!*)  Attached 

AFRCE-B  MS/DEV  *  Yes  _  No 

Norton  Air  Force  Base,  California  92409-4449 


■Filling  out  this  form  Is  not  required,  but  It  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 
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ON  SATURDAY.  JULY  <25  I  ATTENDED  THE  PUBLIC  HEARING  IN  HELENA  REGARDING  THE 
PROPOSED  DEPLOYMENT  Of  THE  NIDGETMAN  MISSILE  IR  CENTRAL  MONTANA .  MY  REASONS 
FOR  ATTENDING  CENTERED  ON  MY  IGNORANCE  OF  JUST  NHAT  THE  PROPOSAL  IS. 

BASICALLY.  AS  I  UNDERSTAND  IT.  ADDITIONAL  INTERCONTINENTAL  NUCLEAR  WEAPONS 
WOULD  BE  LOCATED  AT  100  EXISTING  MISSILE  SITES  IN  CENTRAL  MONTANA.  THESE 
MISSILES  WOULD  BE  HOUSED  IM  EARTH  SHELTERED  BUNKERS.  AND  MOUNTED  OM  LARGE 
TRUCK-LIKE  VEHICLES.  EXCEPT  FOR  ROUTINE  MAINTENANCE,  THE  MISSILES  WOULD  REMAIN 
IN  THEIR  BUNKERS.  IN  THE  EVENT  OF  A  NUCLEAR  ATTACK.  THE  MISSILES  WOULD  BE 
MOVED.  WHICH  WOULD  MAKE  THIN  DIFFICULT  TO  DESTROY  BY  THE  ENEMY  AND  INSURE  THE 
UNITED  STATES  A  SECOND  STRIKE  CAPABILITY.  •MAD"  (MUTUALLY  ASSURED  DESTRUCTION) 
WOULD  BE  ENHANCED  AND  INSURED. 

PRIMARY  IMPACTS  FROM  T*p  PFVFT.OONFWr  OF  THIS  *^STEN  APT  YAT7ET  AND  S!™7F7'***T. 
THE  SIZE  OF  THE  AFFECTED  EXISTING  MISSILE  SILOS  WULD  BE  INCREASED.  AND 
PERMANENT  RESIDENCES  (FOR  THE  TRUCK  DRIVERS)  WOULD  BE  CONSTRUCTED  AT  EACH 
SITE.  THE  POPULATION  OF  GREAT  FALLS  WOULD  INCREASE  BY  ABOUT  7600  PEOPLE  (WITH 
SIGNIFICANT  POSITIVE  AND  NEGATIVE  IMPACTS) . 

SECONDARY  IMPACTS  FROM  THE  PROPOSAL  ARE  ALSO  SIGNIFICANT.  EACH  TRUCK  IS  1* 

FEET  WIDE  AND  105  FEET  LONG.  OBVIOUSLY.  MOST  LOCAL  HIGHWAYS  IN  THE  AFFECTED 
AREA  WOULD  HAVE  TO  BE  RECONSTRUCTED.  PROBABLY  TO  FREEWAY  STANDARDS.  THINK 
ABOUT  DRIVING  FROM  MARTI NSDALE  TO  TWO  DOT  OM  A  FOUR  LANE  FREEWAY.  (REMEMBER 
THIS  IS  THE  HEARTLAND  WHERE  CARS  PASS  EVERY  15  MINUTES)  .  MUCH  OF  THE  RURAL 
QUALITY  AND  BEAUTY  OF  THE  COUNTRYSIDE  WOULD  BE  LOST  FOREVER  WITH  THE 
CONSTRUCTION  OF  UNNEEDED.  UNWANTED.  UNAFFORABLE  SUPERHIGHWAYS  THAT  PLOW  THROUGH 
THE  HILLS.  STRAIGHTEN  OUT  THE  KINKS.  AND  CHANNEL  TOE  CREEKS. 

THERE  ARE.  OF  COURSE.  RISKS  INVOLVED  WITH  MOVING  NUCLEAR  MISSILES  AROUND  OM 
PUBLIC  HIGHWAYS.  A  WORST  CASE  SCENARIO  PREPARED  BY  TOE  DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 
PROPOSES  ’ENVIROWEXTAL  IMPACTS  FROM  A  MISHAP  WOULD  BE  CONFINED.  EXCEPT  FOR  AIR 
QUALITY.  TO  THE  I MEDIATE  MISHAP  VICINITY.  IMPACTS  TO  AIR  QUALITY  WOULD  BE  OF 
VERY  SHORT  DURATION."  (TELL  THAT  TO  THE  FOLKS  AT  CHERNOBYL) .  THE 
ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENT  FURTHER  CLARIFIES  THAT  THE  REAL  OANCER  FRuM 
VAPORIZED  PLUTONIUM  IS  NOT  FROM  EXPOSURE.  BUT  FROM  INHALATION  OF  THE  SUBSTANCE. 
I  GUESS  ANYONE  UNFORTUNATE  ENOUGH  TO  BE  NEAR  AN  ACCIDENT  SITE  WOULD  BE  DAMN 
LUCKY  IF  THEY  WEREN'T  BREATHING. 

WHAT  EFFECT  WILL  THIS  ARSENAL  HAVE  ON  TOURISTS  IM  OUR  STATE?  I  GREW  UP  LIVING 
WITH  THE  MISSILES.  I  DON'T  LIKE  THEM.  BUT  I'M  USE  TO  THEM.  NEWCOMERS  I'VE 
SPOKEN  WITH  ARE  OFTEN  ALARMED  AND  DISTURBED  AT  WHAT  IS  IN  THE  SILOS.  (LEST  WE 
FORGET.  WITHIN  EACH  SILO  IS  THE  MURDER  OF  MILLIONS.  MAYBE  BILLIONS  OF  INNOCENT 
PEOPLE  AND  POSSIBLY  THE  DESTRUCTION  OF  THE  BIOSPHERE).  hw*TANA  IS  .PRESENTLY 
REMEMBERED  BY  VISITORS  AS  A  BEAUTIFUL  STATE  WITH  FRIENDLY  PEOPLE.  WE  SHOULD 
ALL  BE  PROUD  OF  THAT.  WILL  MONTANA  IN  THE  FUTURE  BE  REMEMBERED  AS  THAT  PLACE 
WITH  ALL  THE  MISSILES?" 

WHERE  IS  THIS  LEADING  US?  IN  TOE  60'S  WE  GOT  H1NUTEMAN.  **  IT  SOUNDS  LIKE  WE 
ARE  00 1  NO  TO  GET  NIDGETHAN,  WHAT  WILL  THE  FUTURE  HOLD  FOR  US?  WHY  DO  MONTANA 
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1 .  Family  Services 


The  DEIS’  treatment  of  issues  that  are  of  fundamental  concern  to 
the  Montana  Department  of  Family  Services  (DFS) —  namely,  the 
protection  of  children  and  adults  from  abuse  and  neglect,  the 
prevention  of  family  violence  and  the  preservation  of  healthy  families, 
the  caseload/ workload  of  DPS'  social  workers  and  the  impact  on  the  DFS 
budget- -appears  to  be  inadequate  in  several  important  respects. 

The  detailed  comments  and  notes  that  follow  l)  call  attention  to  the 
primary  deficiencies  of  the  DEIS  as  they  relate  to  DFS  concerns,  2) 
recommend  that  these  deficiencies  be  corrected  In  the  final  EIS  if  DFS 
is  to  get  an  accurate  and  credible  assessment  of  the  proposed  SICBM 
Program's  impact  on  the  need  for  DFS'  social  services  and  3)  suggest 
some  steps  that  should  be  taken  so  these  deficiencies  could  be 
corrected. 

Section  8.2.2  of  the  DEIS  contains  a  list  of  "interested  federal, 
state  and  local  agencies."  It  is  a  reasonable  expectation  that  key  social 
services  agencies  in  the  state  would  be  lUted--since  the  Small  ICBM 
Program  described  in  the  DEIS  entails  a  large  population  influx  that 
would  clearly  have  some  Impact  on  the  need  for  social  services  in  the 
affected  counties. 

However,  section  8.2.2  does  not  list  either  the  Department  of 
Social  and  Rehabilitation  Services  (SRS)  or  SRS'  Community  Services 
Division  (the  core  of  the  new  Department  of  Family  Services  prior  to 
DFS'  separation  from  SRS  on  7/1/87)  among  the  interested  agencies 

Section  8.2.2  does  however  list  a  nonexistent  state  agency- -one 
which  has  been  nonexistent  since  1981,  the  Department  of  Community 
Affairs --as  an  interested  state  agency. 

Although  neither  SRS,  SRS'  Community  Services  Division,  nor  DFS 
are  mentioned  in  the  DEIS,  a  local  unit  associated  with  SRS  and  the 
Community  Services  Division  of  SRS- -the  Cascade  County  Office  of 
Human  Services  (CCOHS)--is  discussed  in  the  body  of  the  document  (at 
3-24  and  4-50). 

Prior  to  7/1/87,  CCOHS  employed  both  workers  from  SRS's 
Economic  Assistance  Division  and  social  workers  from  SRS’  Community 
Services  Division.  The  social  workers  hsve  since  7/1/87  become  part  of 
DFS'  staff. 

During  the  period  in  which  the  DEIS  was  prepared,  CCOHS  had 
both  economic  assistance  and  protective  social  services  functions.  The 
only  CCOHS  functions  mentioned  in  the  DEIS  are  the  economic 
assistance  functions. 

The  DEIS  shows  no  awareness  of  and  makes  no  reference  to  the 
important  protective  service  functions  that  CCOHS  had  (and  which  the 


county  DFS  office  continues  to  have).  This  omission  should  be 
remedied  in  the  final  EIS. 

It  is  a  reasonable  assumption  that  the  population  influx  that  is 
anticipated— an  additional  7,510  military  population  by  the  year  2000 
(not  counting  additional  civilians  associated  with  the  various 
construction  projects  involved) --would  add  some  additional  burdens  on 
the  DFS  staff  and  on  the  DFS  budget  in  both  child  protective  end  edult 
protective  services. 

The  DEIS  provides  no  sustaineu  analysis  of  the  potential  social 
service  and  budget  impacts  as  they  affect  the  Department  of  Family 
Services'  child  protective  and  adult  protective  service  programs.  The 
final  EIS  should  address  these  potential  impacts. 

The  DEIS  presents  some  evidence  (on  page  4-51)  that  the  Small 
ICBM  Program  would  be  accompanied  by  an  increase  in  family  violence, 
but  the  document  does  not  sufficiently  acknowledge  the  extent  of  the 
Impact  of  such  increases  on  local  domestic  violence  programs  or  on  the 
Department  of  Family  Services  social  workers'  caseload. 

On  page  4-51 ,  the  DEIS  states  that  the  Great  Falls  Community  Help 
Line  received  13,830  crisis  calls  during  1988 --with  more  than  half  of 
these  calls  related  to  the  spouse  abuse  program  of  the  Great  Falls 
Mercy  Home.  (Mercy  Home  is  partially  funded  by  the  Department  of 
Family  Services  under  DFS'  Domestic  Violence  Program. ) 

The  DEIS  estimates  that  the  Small  ICBM  Program's  population 
influx  would  increase  calls  to  the  Help  Line  to  15, GOO— an  increase  of 
1,170  calls.  If  (as  in  the  past,  according  to  the  DEIS)  half  of  these 
calls  were  related  to  domestic  violence,  585  additional  calls  related  to 
the  Mercy  Home  and  its  services  for  abused  spouses  would  have  to  be 
handled. 

The  DEIS  suggests  that  such  additional  rails  to  the  Help  Line 
might  require  additional  volunteers  or  staff  for  the  Help  Line.  But  the 
DEIS  shows  no  awareness  of  the  possibility  of  additional  staff  needs  for 
the  Mercy  Home  or  of  the  possibility  of  additional  staff  for  the 
Department  of  Family  Services  protective  services'  staff  as  s  result  of 
these  crisis  calls. 

The  DEIS,  in  the  case  just  cited,  provides  an  optimistic  analysis 
(not  supported  by  any  evidence  presented  in  the  DEIS)  of  the  Small 
ICBM  Program's  impact  on  the  need  for  social  services.  The  final  EIS 
should  address  the  possible  extent  of  impact  on  the  need  for  protective 
services  for  children  and  for  emergency  assistance  for  victims  of 
domestic  violence  at  the  Mercy  Home  and  related  social  agencies. 

At  page  S-14,  the  DEIS  states:  "Except  for  existing  overcrowding 
conditions  in  the  Cascade  County  jail,  public  service  impacts  would  not 
be  significant."  If  this  statement  is  intended  to  apply  to  public 
services  provided  by  the  Department  of  Family  Services,  it  is  not 
supported  by  any  evidence  that  is  presented  in  the  DEIS. 
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The  final  EIS  should  answer  the  following  question*  in  a  sophisti¬ 
cated  and  careful  manner: 
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a)  What  la  the  anticipated /projected  increase  in  the  incidence  of  child 
abuse  and  neglect  that  the  Department  of  Family  Services  will  have 
to  deal  with  as  a  result  of  the  anticipated  population  influx? 

b)  What  anticipated  staff  and  budget  increaaes  would  be  necessary  in 
the  Department  of  Family  Services  so  that  the  integrating  children 
will  be  protected  from  such  abuse  and  neglect,  as  required  by  law? 

Background  for  questions  "a”  and  "b": 

Following  are  reasons  why  potential  increases  in  child  abuse  and 
neglect  must  be  addressed  In  the  final  EIS  on  the  proposed  Small  ICBM 

Program: 

1)  The  American  Aaaociation  for  the  Protection  of  Children,  a 
fundamental  source  of  infok-mation  on  child  abuse,  indicates  that  14%  of 
all  children  are  abused  in  some  way,  and  the  DEIS  states  that  about  16% 
of  the  tnmi grating  population  will  be  children. 

13 

2)  Because  of  some  special  structures  and  functions  of  the 
military  which  contribute  to  Btresa  in  service  member*  and  their 
families,  the  Incidence  of  child  abuse  and  neglect  in  military 
communities  needs  to  be  given  special  attention.  (See  Diane  D. 

Broadhurt  et  alia,  "Child  Protection  in  Military  Communities."  U.S. 

Department  of  Health  and  Human  Service*,  May,  1980). 

3)  Apart  from  any  factors  related  to  the  proposed  Small  ICBM 

Program,  the  number  of  child  abuse  and  neglect  referrals  to  Cascade 

County  DPS  social  workers  increased  by  7.3%  from  SPY85  to  SFY86,  the 
number  of  children  Involved  In  child  abuse  and  neglect  investigations 
increased  by  8.6%  in  that  same  period,  and  the  number  of  substantiated 
abuse  and  neglect  incidents  increased  by  12.7%. 

4)  In  light  of  these  three  factors,  the  proposed  population 
influx's  potential  effect  on  the  problem  of  child  abuse  and  neglect  needs 
to  be  directly  addressed  in  the  final  EIS. 

8 

c)  What  increased  demands  (staff,  services,  budget  pressures)  esn  be 
anticipated  at  the  Great  Falls  Mercy  Homes'  domestic  violence  shelter 
and  other  private  and  public  agencies  that  work  to  meet  the  needs  of 
victims  of  spouse  abuse  and  displaced  homemakers? 

14 

d)  The  DEIS  (at  page  4-52)  estimate*  that  10%  of  the  inmigratlng 
population  will  consist  of  persons  who  come  to  the  Great  Falls  area  and 
find  themselves  in  a  crisis  situation  as  a  result  of  their  being 
unsuccessful  job  seekers  during  the  construction  phase  of  the  Small 

ICBM  project.  What  are  the  anticipated  Increased  demands  for  social 
services,  economic  assistance  and  Job-securing  assistance  that  will  be 
pU.t  '  by  this  'hi  of  the  iiinugratiug  population  on  sgencles  such  as  the 
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Department  of  SRS  (Economic  Assistance  Division),  the  Department  of 
Fami’y  Services  (Protective  Services),  the  Department  of  Labor  and 
Industry  and  related  public  and  private  agencies? 

e)  What  additional  social  service  burdens  (staff,  services,  budget 
pressures)  can  be  anticipated  if  the  Small  ICBM  Program  is  begun  but 
then  terminated  prior  to  completion? 

f)  The  current  DEIS  focuses  on  school  issues  such  as  an  increased 
student -teacher  ratio  rather  than  on  child  protective  issues,  as 
indicated  above.  The  final  EIS  needs  to  address  the  issue  of  poten¬ 
tial  increased  demands  on  social  service  agencies— including  the 
Department  of  Family  Services— for  the  treatment  of  emotionally 
disturbed  children.  What  potential  increases  in  the  number  of 
emotionally  disturbed  children  can  be  anticipated  as  a  result  of  the 
population  influx?  How  will  the  increased  costs  of  treatment  for  such 
children  be  met? 


1)  The  DEIS  provides  details  on  the  materials  to  be  used  during 
project  construction,  bu»  little  detail  on  the  nature  of  the  construction 
joba.  The  Final  BIS  should: 

•  Provide  addition#!  detail  on  the  employment  to  result  from  project 
construction,  including  the  number  of  Jobs  by  Job  type,  duration  of 
employment  by  job  type,  end  anticipated  wage  levels. 

•  Provide  a  discussion  of  the  anticipated  bid  policies  of  the  U  S. 
Air  Force  for  letting  contracts  for  construction  activities. 

2)  The  DEIS  predicts  a  high  rat*  of  local  hire  for  project  construction 
jobs.  The  Final  EIS  should: 

•  Identify  the  extent  of  the  geographic  area  from  which  Jobs  are 
considered  to  be  local. 

•  Identify  aeeuiaptions  and  analysis  which  were  used  to  re.»ch  the 
DElS's  prediction  of  Job  capture  rates  for  local  and  nonlocal  workers. 

•  Identify  which  types  of  Jobs  would  be  filled  by  local  and  nonlocal 
worker* . 

•  Provide  information  on  previous  U.S.  Air  Force  experience*  with 
other  large  construction  projects  in  areas  that  are  similar, 
socloeconomkally ,  to  north  central  Montana. 
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3)  The  DEIS  appears  to  predict  proportionately  greater  local  derivative 
economic  effects  from  project  construction  than  from  project  operation. 
The  Final  EIS  should: 

•  Explain  the  basis  for  this  prediction. 


|  *  Provide  comparisons  of  baseline  conditions  and  income 

35  I  characteristics  during  key  phases  of  sj-’cm  development  and  system 
|  operation. 

36  |  *  Identify  the  project's  per  capita  income  effects  in  the  impact  area. 


•  Describe  the  methods  that  were  used  to  predict  employment  and 
population  effects - 

•  Identify  the  roost  important  assumptions  used  to  predict  secondary 
economic  effects  during  construction,  and  how  they  differ  from  the 
assumptions  regarding  the  operations  phase. 

•  Provide  additional  information  on  the  results  of  modeling 
projections . 

4)  DEIS  predictions  of  long-term  derivative  employment  and  population 
effects  seem  to  be  lower  that  would  be  expected  from  the  addition  of 
3,100  basic  jobs  to  the  north  central  Montana  economy.  The  Final  EIS 
should: 

•  Describe  the  difference  between  derivative  effects  of  military  jobs 
and  non  military  jobs. 

•  Identify  any  difference  between  income  and  expenditure  patterns  of 
military  personnel  and  civilians. 

•  Provide  additional  details  on  models  (including  assumptions)  used  to 
predict  primary  and  secondary  employment  and  income  effects,  as  well 
as  additional  details  on  projection  results. 

5)  The  DEIS  assume*  a  relatively  low  rate  of  inmigration  to  the 
impact  area  as  a  result  of  growth  in  secondary  employment.  The  Final 
EIS  should: 

•  Explain  why  so  few  nonmilitary  persona  and  households  are 

expected  to  move  to  the  area  as  a  result  of  project-induced  economic 
growth. 

•  Identify  assumptions  used  regarding  excess  capacity  in  employment 
and  service  delivery  capabilities  among  secondary  economic  activities  in 
the  impact  area. 

•  Explain  the  basis  for  DEIS  assumptions  about  labor  force 

participation  and  job  capture  rates  for  relatives  of  U.S.  Air  Force 
personnel - 

•  Expand  on  the  general  discussion  of  income  effects  on  the  proposed 
action . 

•  Differentiate  between  direct  and  secondary  wage  and  salary 

earnings,  and  also  explain  how  proprietor's  income  and  various 
non-labor  income  would  be  affected  by  the  project. 


6)  During  the  initial  phases  of  project  development,  the  project  may 
reduce  the  availability  of  goods  and  services  in  the  impact  area.  The 
Final  EIS  should: 
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•  Discuss  the  potential  for  this  condition  to  cause  temporary 
inflationary  effects. 

•  Describe  the  types  of  activities  moat  likely  to  be  affected  by 
inflation  and  the  length  of  time  any  inflationary  effects  might  endure. 

•  Discuss  how  inT  lion  in  the  coats  of  goods  and  services  might 
affect  persons  of  different  age  groups,  income  levels,  or  other  living 
situations. 


*  If  population  subgroups  are  adversely  affected,  identify  potential 
mitigation  measures. 


b.  Employment  and  Population 
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The  reasonableness  of  the  DEIS'  employment  and  total  population 
impact  estimates  cannot  be  determined  without  further  detailed, 
technical  methodology  describing  the  estimation  procedures.  An 
evaluation  of  the  employment  and  population  impact  estimates  is 
important  not  only  for  a  judgment  on  potential  positive  effects  of  the 
project,  but  also  to  measuring  potential  negative  impacts  on  local 
governments .  This  technical  methodology  should  at  a  minimum  answer 
the  following  questions: 

1)  What  are  the  estimating  equations  (coefficients ,  evaluative  statistics, 
etc.)  and  other  details  of  the  approach  used  to  estimate  input-output 
models  for  the  nine  county  area  and  for  Montana? 

2)  What  sectors  were  used  in  the  models? 

3)  What  are  the  values  of  the  entries  in  the  transactions,  direct 
requirements,  and  total  requirements  matrices  of  the  two  input -output 
models? 


4i  4)  What  are  the  baseline  employment  projections  by  detailed  sectors  for 
H  1  both  models? 


5)  What  is  the  justification  for  using  a  secondary  employment  multiplier 
42  “F  only  approximately  .4  for  the  years  1994  and  beyond?  This  is  an 
unusually  small  multiplier  for  a  county  (county  area)  the  site  of 
Cascade  (north  central  Montana). 
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6)  What  was  the  basis  for  assuming  that  50%  of  military  wives  will  seek 
employment  in  secondary  industries? 

7)  What  is  the  specific  basis  Tor  the  assumption  that  nearly  all  civilian 
jobs  will  be  filled  by  local  people?  l»  local  defined  as  north  central 
Montana  or  statewide? 

c.  Demographics 

The  DEIS  indicates  that  the  demographics  of  Inmi  grants  and  the 
indigenous  population  would  be  different  and  that  this  would  change 
social  patterns  in  the  impact  area.  The  Final  EIS  should: 

•  Provide  additional  information  on  comparisons  of  demographic 
differences,  including  more  details  on  age  cohort  distribution,  race, 
sex,  educational  background,  and  origination  differences. 

•  Discuss  how  overall  demographics  will  change  in  the  Impact  area 
(and  particularly  Cascade  County)  as  a  result  of  project  operation. 

•  Discuss  in  greater  detail  how  changes  in  demographics  may  affect 
lifestyles,  social  structures,  community  values,  and  Interrelationships  in 
the  impact  area. 

•  Identify  how  well  new  military  personnel  will  be  assimilated  into 
local  community  social  interrelationships,  and  identify  which  population 
subgroups  are  most  and  least  capable  of  coping  with  the  social  impacts 
of  project  development. 

d.  Other 

The  Montana  Department  of  Institutions  operates  the  Montana  Center 
for  the  Aged  in  l«ewistown.  During  the  Small  ICBM  construction 
period,  between  40-55  new  households  are  expected  in  Fergus  County. 
Employee  turnover  may  increase  at  the  institution  because  of  the  30-150 
high  paying  const  ruction  jobs  which  will  be  available  during 
construction. 

No  uasumed  mitigation  measures  are  listed  for  the  oocioeconomics 
program  element.  If  no  measures  were  assumed,  this  should  be  slated 
in  Section  4  1.1.4  beginning  on  page  4-24. 


3.  Housing 

The  DEIS  indicates  that  the  U.S.  Air  Force  proposes  to  provide 
on-hase  housing  for  inmtgrating  military  personnel  However,  during 
the  Helena  public  hearing,  Colonel  Welsh  slated  that  the  U.S.  Air 
Force's  general  preference  was  for  housing  to  be  provided  off-base  by 
the  private  sector,  Ihus  providing  local  property  tax  benefits.  Whether 
<.»nd  how  much)  housing  is  provided  on-  or  off-base  will  profoundly 
influence  the  magnitude  of  many  types  of  social  impacts.  If  the  U.S. 
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Air  Fork’s  housing  plan  has  changed,  then  the  DEIS  analysis  of  the 
social  impacts  of  the  preferred  alternative  must  be  changed  ss  well. 
The  serial  impacts  of  private  sector  provision  of  housing  will  be 
Bub-'intialiy  different.  The  final  EIS  should  clearly  state  the  U.S.  Air 
Force's  preferred  alternative  for  housing  its  personnel. 

Under  the  proposed  action,  including  housing  options  HI  and  H2, 
undesirable  effects  are  Ukely  to  occur.  Upward  pressure  on  housing 
prices  will  result  in  hardship  for  senior  citizens  and  others  on  a 
Umned,  fixed  income.  The  10  percent  of  inmigrant  workers  assumed  to 
be  unsuccessful  at  finding  employment  will  also  suffer  from  a  reduced 
vacancy  rate  and  the  resulting  Increase  in  housing  cost. 
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4.  Public  (and  Private)  Services 

The  DEIS’s  discussion  of  impacts  to  public  services  focuses  on 
highly  visible  public  services,  e.g.,  police,  fire  protection,  and  water. 
What  specific,  locally  provided  social ,  public  health,  and  education 
l library)  services  would  experience  direct  and  indirect  Impacts  as  s 
result  of  project  implementation?  What  services  are  provided  directly 
by  the  base  to  military  personnel  and  their  families? 

Expected  project-related  staff  increases  at  the  Great  Falls 
City-County  Health  Department  and  the  Golden  Triangle  Mental  Health 
Center  may  require  increased  levels  of  funding.  What  funding  sources 
rosy  be  available  to  support  these  organisations .  and  how  do  these 
sources  differ  from  those  that  support  law  enforcement  and  fire 
protection  services? 

Please  discuss  the  degree  to  which  the  Aid  to  Families  with 
Dependent  Children  and  other  public  welfare  programs  trill  be  affected 
by  underemployed  or  unemployed  inmigrants. 

Workloads  may  also  increase  for  private  service  agencies  whose 
funds  are  not  tied  to  tax  revenues.  Please  discuss  the  possible 
funding  sources  that  may  be  available  to  alleviate  or  offset  impacts  to 
private  service  agencies. 
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5.  Public  Finances 

Information  on  state  government  finance  contained  on  pages  3-34 
through  3-36  of  the  DEIS  is  out-of-date.  This  Information,  including 
the  tax  measures  enacted  by  the  last  legislative  session  needs  to  be 
updated,  since  It  may  affect  conclusions  stated  in  the  report. 

The  proposed  project  will  compete  for  funding  with  other  federal 
programs,  civilian  and  military .  If  this  project  la  funded,  other  federal 
activities  may  be  either  cut  back  or  not  funded  at  os  high  levels.  The 
potential  effects  of  this  concern  as  it  relates  lo  federal  programs  in 
Montana  needs  to  be  addressed. 


i 

<N 

> 

w 


E-97 


EV2-1/99  I  EV2-1/99 


DOCUMENT  98 


DOCUMENT  98 


Fiscal  Impacts  to  local  governments,  schools,  and  the  state  are 
summarised  in  the  DEIS.  Please  provide  details  on  models  (including  an 
explanation  of  key  assumptions!  used  to  predict  revenues  and 
expenditures,  as  well  as  details  on  the  results  of  revenue  and 
expenditure  predictions.  What  are  the  irapn<_j,<ons  of  the  project  on 
mill  levies,  per  capita  tax  bases,  and  per  capita  tax  payments  by 
nonmllitary  residents  of  Montana? 
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State  government  funds  a  portion  of  local  court,  social,  and  public 
health  expenditures.  How  would  these  outlays  bn  inHuenced  by 
population  growth ,  and  would  project -induced  tax  Revenues  be  sufficient 
to  offset  possible  increases  in  expenditures?  Also,  the  Montana 
university  system  is  funded  In  part  by  a  property  tax  that  could  not  be 
applied  to  federal  facilities.  Would  other  project -induced  revenue*  be 
sufficient  to  offset  coats  to  the  university  system  resulting  from 
project -Induced  population  growth? 
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6.  Energy  Utilities 

The  description  of  the  status  of  the  Montana  Power  Company  (MPC) 
share  of  Colatrlp  4.  presented  in  the  last  full  paragraph  on  page  3-49. 
is  incomplete.  The  last  three  sentences  should  be  replaced  with  the 
following: 

^ccause  of  the  toss  of  s  large  Industrial  load,  a  decline  in  the  rate 
of  growth  or  electrical  loads,  and  a  considerable  surplus  for  *he 
foreseeable  future,  MPC  has  agreed  with  the  Montana  Public 
Service  Commission  not  to  include  Its  210  MW  share  of  Colstrip  4  In 
the  rate  base  charged  to  its  utility  customers.  Instead,  it  has 
made  a  simultaneous  sale -lease back  arrangement  with  a  group  of 
private  investors  to  reduce  the  coat  of  the  plant  to  the  company, 
and  it  is  trying  to  market  the  power  from  the  plant  within  and 
outside  the  region.  This  effort  has  been  hindered  by  a  surplus  of 
power  throughout  the  region  and  by  limited  access  by  MPC  to  the 
transmission  lines  that  would  permit  sala  of  the  power  outside  the 
Pacific  Northwest.  If  the  power  Is  not  sold  on  a  long-term 
contract,  it  might  be  available  to  serve  increases  in  load  in  MFC's 
system. 

The  concept  of  reserve  margin  is  not  appropriately  applied  in  the 
last  paragraph  on  page  3-52.  The  co-ops  have  no  generation  of  their 
own,  and  no  reserve  margins.  The  difference  between  their  purchases 
from  Central  Montana  G5T,  and  their  sales  to  customers  plus  their  own 
use,  is  accounted  for  by  transmission  and  distribution  losses  on  systems 
that  cover  large  geographical  areas  but  serve  few  customers.  Customer 
density  Is  very  low,  relative  to  the  length  of  the  lines.  In  general, 
the  co-ops  buy  both  capacity  and  energy  from  their  suppliers.  Since 
there  will  be  financial  impacts  on  the  co-ops  and  their  customers 
resulting  from  the  increased  loads  associated  with  the  project,  baseline 
project,  baseline  information  should  be  presented  about  energy  loads 
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( Bullions  of  kWh  or  average  MW)  in  addition  to  the  information  given 
about  peak  loads . 

The  growth  rates  and  projected  loads  presented  in  the  first  two 
paragraphs  on  page  3-53  are  confusing  and  do  not  appaar  to  be 
consistent.  Information  should  also  be  presented  on  energy  load  growth 
(see  previous  comment). 

in  Table  3. 2. 3-6  on  page  3-55,  "Demand  Charge /kWh"  should  read 
"Demand  Charge /kW."  A  more  recent  rate  schedule  should  be  used  for 
MPC. 


With  regard  to  Table  4. 2. 2-1,  MPC  currently  projects  s  1986  peak 
load  (base  case  forecast)  to  be  1,567  MW. 

The  discussion  of  the  significance  of  Impacts  in  the  last  paragraph 
on  page  4-101  and  the  first  two  paragraphs  on  page  4-102  may  be 
somewhat  misleading.  Central  Montana  GIT  receives  a  fixed  allocation 
of  heavily  subsidised  Pick -Sloan  Program  hydropower.  This  is  power 
reserved  for  irrigation  projects  planned  under  the  Pick -Sloan  Program, 
but  not  built.  The  power  costs  reflect  sero  interest  on  a  portion  of  the 
project  costs,  and  the  power  Is  sold  at  around  7  mills /kWh.  Central 
Montana's  additional  power  needs  are  purchased  from  Basin  Electric 
Power  at  around  60  mills  and  from  MPC  at  around  36  mills.  The  rate* 
charged  by  Central  Montana  to  Fergus  Electric  and  the  other  Coops  is 
the  weighted  average  cost  of  these  three  sources. 

As  the  project  increeses  the  loads  of  Fergus  Electric  and  Sun 
River  Electric.  Central  Montana  must  Increase  Its  purchases  of  thermal 
power  from  Basui  and  its  purchases  of  wholesale  powar  from  MPC.  This 
will  increase  Central  Montana's  average  cost  and  drive  up  power  costs 
to  all  customers  of  co-ops  that  buy  power  from  Central  Montana.  This 
is  an  impact  of  the  project. 

The  significance  of  this  Impact  can  be  addressed  in  two  wsys. 
The  first  Is  relative:  if  the  percentage  Increase  in  the  cost  nf  power  of 
retail  electricity  consumer*  Is  very  small,  the  impact  may  be  said  to  not 
be  significant.  The  second  measure  of  significance  is  absolute.  A 
measurable  portion  of  the  power  coats  of  the  project  will ,  under  current 
pricing  policies,  be  passed  along  to  other  custoamrs.  This  amount  Is 
equal  to  the  difference  between  the  price  of  Pick-Sloan  power  and  that 
of  Basin  power,  times  the  proportion  of  Pick-Sloan  power  in  Central 
Montana's  total  supply,  times  the  total  power  use  of  the  project.  It  Is 
not  an  insignificant  amount. 

For  example,  the  project's  total  load  placed  on  Central  Montana  Is 
5,500  kW.  If  the  project  load  factor  is  .67,  energy  use  will  be  around 
32.12  million  kWh  per  year.  If  Ptck-Sloan  power  is  one-third  of  Central 
Montana’s  supply,  then  one-third  of  the  energy  used  by  (he  project  will 
be  Pick-Sloan  power  formerly  used  by  other  co-op  customers.  If  the 
incremental  power  comes  from  Basin,  the  costs  to  these  customers  will 
go  up  by  53  mills  per  kWh  replaced.  This  amounts  to  about  $570,000 
per  year.  This  Impact  could  be  mitigated  by  the  U.S.  Air  Force 
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contracting  with  the  power  suppliers  to  pay  them  the  full  cost  of 
acquiring  the  additional  power  to  serve  the  project. 
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7.  Transportation 

The  Montana  Department  of  Highways  is  participating  with  the 
Federal  Highway  Administration,  the  US  Air  Force,  and  county 
governments  In  the  development  of  the  US  Air  Forces*  Defense  Access 
Roads  (DAR)  program  for  the  proposed  Small  1CBM  project.  Routes, 
intersections,  and  structures  that  have  been  identified  by  the  US  Air 
Force  for  Hard  Mobile  launcher  (HML)  operations  are  currently  being 
evaluated  by  the  Department.  This  detailed  evaluation,  to  be  completed 
as  a  part  of  the  DAR  program,  has  a  completion  schedule  of  November 
I,  1987.  Detailed  Department  comment*  regarding  the  DAR  program  will 
be  available  at  that  lime.  Pending  completion  of  the  DAR  evaluations, 
the  Department  wishes  to  preserve  the  opportunity  for  recommending 
specific  mitigating  measures  at  that  lime. 

Overall,  the  Montana  Department  of  Highways  is  satisfied  that  the 
DEIS  identifies  and  addresses  the  majority  of  Its  concerns. 

The  greatest  potential  for  Impact  on  Montana's  highway  system 
would  involve  the  urban  street  network  in  Great  Falls  and  on  narrow 
pavements  in  rural  areas.  Increased  commuting  traffic  to  Malmstrom 
AFB.  and  proposed  annual  maintenance  trips  for  each  of  the  HML* 
would  be  the  primary  cause  of  these  impacts.  The  HMLs  proposed  to 
1*  located  west  of  Great  Falls  should  be  routed  through  Great  Fails  to 
Malmstrom  AFB  in  such  a  manner  to  provide  minimum  disruption  of  local 
traffic.  HML  suvements  with  escort  vehicles  forming  a  convoy  of  4  or  5 
vehicles  will  cause  traffic  delaying  congestion.  In  addition,  the  width 
and  length  of  the  HML  and  its  escorting  vehicles  will  cause  delays  and 
congestion  on  narrow  rural  roads  where  higher  traffic  volumes  exist. 

The  U.S.  Air  Force  will  be  required  to  obtain  a  non-fee  permit  from 
the  Department's  Gross  Vehicle  Weight  Division  in  Helena  to  cover  the 
movements  of  the  oversize,  overweight  HMLs. 

Potential  mitigation  measures  identified  in  the  transportation  element 
on  Page  4-136  of  the  DEIS  should  Include  accelerated  federal  funding 
for  parts  of  the  Great  Palls  transportation  plans  that  could  help  offset 
program- related  impacts,  including  construction  of  the  sooth  arterial 
bypass  from  Gore  Hill  to  57th  street  In  Great  F  .lls. 


8.  Travel  and  Tourism 

The  I  ran  sport  of  the  hard  mobile  launcher*  to  Malmstrom  Air  Force 
Base  once  a  year  for  servicing  may  have  an  adverse  Impact  on  tourism 
in  north  central  Montana.  Current  Minu toman  missiles  and  their  launch 
facilities  are  largely  Invisible  to  the  traveling  public.  Even  with 
widened  highways,  the  presence  of  these  large  weapon*  will  become 
obvious.  The  Final  EIS  should  consider  the  establishment  of  service 
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facilities  In  Conrad  and  Lewlatown  to  help  mitigate  this  potential 
problem. 


9.  Air  Quality 

The  Montana  Department  of  Health  and  Environmental  Sciences,  Air 
Quality  Bureau  has  worked  cooperatively  with  the  U.S.  Air  Force  on 
■several  of  the  air  quality  aspects  of  the  air  quality  analysts  contained 
in  the  DEIS.  Overall,  the  bureau  is  satisfied  that  the  DEIS  identifies 
and  appropriatsly  addresses  sir  quality  Issues  of  concern. 
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10.  Water  Quality 

Moat  of  the  construction  activities  Involving  stream  or  stream 
crossings  as  proposed  In  the  DEIS  are  expected  to  cause  short -duration 
declines  in  water  quality.  In  order  for  the  stream- related  projects  to 
be  constructed  according  to  state  and  federal  permit  requirements,  the 
following  permits  and/or  authorisations  must  be  secured,  or  wher* 
appropriate,  receive  a  variance  frc.tt  the  requirements: 

Stream  Protection  -  "124"  -  administered  by  the  Department  of 
Fish.  Wildlife,  end  Parks. 

Natural  St  ream  bed  and  Land  Preservation  -  "310"  -  administered 
by  local  Conservation  Districts. 

Water  Pollution  Control  -  “404"  -  administered  by  the  U.S.  Army 
Corps  of  Engineers. 

Short-term  Exemption  Authorization  •  "3A"  •  administered  by  the 
Department  of  Health  and  Environmental  Sciences,  Water  Quality 
Bureau. 
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Montana  Pollutant  Discharge  Elimination  System  (MPDES)  permits 
will  be  required  for  any  construction  dewatering  discharges  that  reach 
state  surface  water*  -  administered  by  the  Department  of  Health  and 
Environmental  Sciences,  Water  Quality  Bureau. 

The  Department  of  Health  and  Environmental  Sciences'a 
authorizations  and  required  permits  related  to  water  quality  need  site 
specific  information  beyond  that  included  In  the  DEIS.  If  the  Small 
ICBM  project  («•  approved  and  funded,  the  U.S.  Air  Force  must  comply 
with  these  informational  needs  to  allow  the  Department  to  complete 
action  on  these  authorisations  and  permits  In  compliance  with  state  law. 
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II.  Water  Resources 

The  DEIS  is  unclear  in  the  statement  found  on  page  2-19  that  the 
4,900  acre-feet  of  water  required  during  construction  will  be  met  by 
town  and  city  supplies  In  the  area.  in  that  construction  sits*  will 
presumably  be  remote  from  these  towns  and  cities,  will  this  water  be 
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hauled  to  the  construction  sites?  If  water  is  to  be  obtained  onsite, 
state  water  permitting  authorizations  will  apply. 

The  statement  is  made  on  page  4-236  of  the  DEIS  that 
"construction  water  use  in  the  summer  could  contribute  to  the 
desiccation  of  some  of  the  smaller  streams,  locally."  As  this  type  of 
impact  may  preclude  state  authorization  to  divert  and  use  water,  does 
that  U.S.  Air  Force  have  contingency  plans  for  this  situation? 

12.  Hazardous  Waste 

Page  3-48;  The  statement  that  "the  waste  can  be  stored  onbase 
for  no  more  than  90  days,  and  then  must  be  transported  to  a  permitted 
treatment,  storige,  and  disposal  facility"  is  incorrect.  Malmstrom  AFB 
currently  holds  a  hazardous  waste  storage  permit  from  the  Montana 
Department  of  Health  and  Environmental  Sciences,  and  is  not  limited  to 
90  days  of  storage  time. 

Page  5-8:  The  Cleanup  Activities  section  should  include  a  more 
complete  discussion  of  handling  and  final  disposition  of  cleanup 
materials. 


13.  Noxious  Weeds 

The  Final  E1S  should  include  the  identification  and  commitment  to 
U.S.  Air  Force  implementation  of  appropriate  measures  for  weed  control 
on  disturbed  areas.  An  integrated  weed  control  plan  should  be 
implemented  to  prevent  the  establishment  and  spread  of  noxious  weeds. 
Components  of  the  plan  should  include  prevention,  cultural  control, 
mechanical  control  and  herbicide  use. 

Small  1CBM  project  maintenance  crews  and  construction  supervisors 
should  learn  to  recognize  and  control  the  statewide  noxious  weeds  listed 
in  ARM  4.5.202-203,  and  any  additional  noxious  weeds  listed  in  each 
affected  county.  Copies  of  the  County  Noxious  Weed  Control  Act  and 
Rules  and  the  Noxious  Weed  Management  Standards  are  attached  to 
these  comments. 

The  best  method  of  weed  control  is  to  prevent  the  initial 
establishment  of  weeds.  Heavy  construction  equipment  should  be 
washed  to  remove  weed  seeds  before  entering  new  construction  areas. 
The  amount  of  area  disturbed  by  construction  should  be  minimized  to 
reduce  the  spread  of  weeds.  Off- road  vehicle  use  should  also  be 
discouraged . 

Cultural  control  involves  rapid  revegetation  of  disturbed  areas  to 
provide  competition  to  weeds  from  desirable  vegetation.  Other  weed 
control  methods  range  from  hand  pulling,  mowing,  or  hoeing  to  the 
application  of  suitable  herbicides  or  soil  sterilants.  A  description  of 
various  weed  control  methods  and  herbicide  recommendations  for  specific 
weeds  are  included  in  the  Weed  Management  Standards. 
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Page  S-21:  The  DEIS  states  that  "several  small  wetlands  on-base 
may  be  eliminated,  but  these  wetlands  are  not  important  habitats."  AU 
wetlands  are  important  to  nongame  species.  The  DEIS  should  define 
"important"  habitat. 

85 

Page  3-126:  Paragraph  3.8  indicates  that  deployment  "may  affect" 
liBted  species.  Therefore,  section  7  consultation  is  required. 

86 

Page  3-135:  The  last  two  paragraphs  make  no  distinction  (or  a 
random  distinction)  between  various  zoological  taxa  and  legal 
classification.  Legally,  raccoon  and  badger  are  nongame  and  the  skunk 
is  a  predator.  Mountain  lion  and  bobcat  are  classed  as  game  animals. 

There  is  onlv  one  species  of  harvest  mouse  in  Montana  ( Reithrodontomvs 
megalotis) ,  not  "various  species". 

87 

Page  3-141:  The  ornate  box  turtle  does  not  occur  in  Montana. 

The  sagebrush  lizard  and  prairie  lizard  are  not  common  In  the  area. 

The  satrebrush  lizard  (Scetoporous  zraciosus)  mav  be  found  in  limited 
numbers  in  the  southeastern  portion  of  the  study  area.  Homed  toads 
(Phrvnosoma  doutrlassi)  are  fairlv  common,  while  the  Drairie  lizard  does 
not  occur  in  Montana. 

88 

Page  3-149  and  151:  Habitat  description  for  Preble’s  shrew  is 
reversed.  The  species  occurs  in  dry  habitats  with  moderate  to 
medium-heavy  shrub  canopy.  Density  is  low,  distribution  wide. 

89 

Page  4-199:  Paragraph  on  Threatened  &  Endangered  Species 
indicates  field  surveys  would  he  conducted  during  spring  and  summer 

1987  for  bald  eagle  and  grizzly  bear.  The  Montana  Department  of  Fish, 

Wildlife,  and  Parks  (MDFWP)  has  received  no  information  on  plans, 
methods  or  results  of  these  surveys. 

Page  4-199:  The  discussion  of  Threatened  *  Endangered  Species 
in  the  DEIS  indicates  field  surveys  wot  Id  be  conducted  during  spring 
and  summer  1987  for  bald  eagle  and  grizzly  hear.  The  Montana 

Department  of  Fish,  Wildlife,  and  Parks  (MDFWP)  has  received  no 
information  on  plans,  methods  or  results  of  these  surveys. 

90 

Page  4-203:  The  bottom  of  page  lists  an  assumed  mitigation  as 
"removal  ■  *f  trees  and  ranter  nests/ roosts  would  be  minimized."  How 
does  this  relate  to  the  Migratory  Bird  Treaty  Act,  the  Bald  and  Golden 

Eagle  Protection  Act,  the  Endangered  Species  Act,  and  protective 
sections  of  state  law? 

91 

Page  4-204:  First  item  is  not  in  concert  with  interagency 
recommends-  tions  for  protection  and  management  of  bald  eagles.  The 

DEIS  should  reference  the  guidelines  and  call  for  development  of 
site-specific  management  plans  on  nesting  territories  within  the  zone  of 
influence  (see  FWS  letter,  page  C-3). 
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14.  Soil  Erosion 
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Mitigation  measures  and  soil  conservation  strategies  such  as 
minimizing  the  extent  of  disturbance,  minimizing  slope  angles,  straw 
mulching,  topsoil  stockpiling,  installing  sediment  traps,  and  rapidly 
revegelaiing  disturbed  areas  should  be  implemented  to  reduce  soil 
erosion  and  runoff  from  disturbed  sites-  Fertilization,  irrigation, 
hydro -mule King,  or  transplanting  may  also  be  considered  to  aid  the 
establishment  of  desirable  vegetation.  Species  selection  should  depend 
on  the  climate,  soils,  and  vegetation  of  (he  surrounding  area. 
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IS.  Rural  Land  Use 

Based  on  the  safety  analysis  in  the  DEIS,  an  explosive  safety  zone 
of  1,250  feet  appears  adequate  to  protect  people  living  or  working  near 
launch  facilities.  However,  selecting  isolated  deployment  sites  would 
provide  greater  safety.  Launch  facilities  near  riparian  areas  should 
also  be  avoided  to  reduce  sedimentation  during  construction  and 
minimize  possible  contamination  of  water  if  an  accident  or  spill  occurs. 
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The  Final  EIS  should  include  a  commitment  to  mitigating  measures 
necessary  to  minimize  construction  disturbance  on  productive 
agricultural  land.  Selection  of  appropriate  measures  should  involve 
local  county  planners,  the  Agricultural  Stabilization  and  Conservation 
Service,  and  should  be  based  on  existing  soil  and  land  use 
classifications.  The  assumption  that  rangeland  or  dryland  crops  are 
are  non-productive  rhould  be  revised.  Although  total  production  may 
be  low  for  dryland  crops,  net  production  may  exceed  that  of  irrigated 
land. 
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16.  Visual 

Limiting  tho  area  of  intensive  study  for  visual  impacts  to  that 
within  one-half  mile  of  scenic  or  heavily  traveled  highways  provides  an 
adequate  assessment  of  visual  impacts  to  highway  travelers.  The 
document  is  unclear,  however,  regarding  impacts  to  the  93  occupied 
residences  located  in  close  proximity  (page  4-174)  to  proposed  hard 
mobile  launcher  (HML)  shelters.  Also,  what  is  the  possible  impact  to 
any  recreation  areas  that  are  near  proposed  HML  shelters? 

Are  the  earth-covered  igloos  to  be  revegetated?  If  so,  how  long 
would  it  take  to  re-establish  vegetation,  and  what  plant  species  would 
be  used? 

With  the  construction  of  HML  shelters  and  the  added  movement  of 
HMLs  and  other  military  vehicles,  some  of  the  project's  visual  effects 
will  be  quite  obvious  and  noticeable.  With  the  higher  visibility  could 
come  a  heightened  public  awareness  of  a  large  missile  field  in  north 
central  Montana.  What  are  the  cumulative  or  secondary  psychological  or 
sociological  impacts  that  could  result  from  this  increased  awareness  and 
perception? 
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Page  4-217:  A  new  active  bald  eagle  nest  has  been  located  in  the 
deployment  area.  Location  and  status  was  confirmed  by  Dennis  Flath 
and  Doug  Getz  of  the  MDFWP  on  April  28.  1987,  and  is  in  very  close 
proximity  to  launch  facility  1-7,  which  is  missing  from  table  4. 8. 2-4. 
An  exact  location  is  available  from  the  MDFWP.  The  appropriate 
mitigation  measure  is  development  of  and  adherence  to  a  site-specific 
management  plan  for  the  Cascade  territory  (nest  #039-008-01). 

Page  4-237  and  4-238:  A  bridge  upgrade  is  scheduled  within  close 
proximity  to  the  Cascade  bald  eagle  nest.  Again,  site  specific  planning 
will  be  necessary  to  ensure  continued  viability  of  this  pair  of  birds. 
Experience  has  shown  that  first  and  second  year  nesting  attempts  are 
much  more  vulnerable  to  disturbance  than  are  nesting  efforts  at  a  site 
which  has  been  active  for  several  past  years,  so  long  as  those  past 
attempts  have  resulted  in  at  least  60%  nesting  success.  1987  was  the 
first  year  of  nesting  at  the  Cascade  site.  These  are  very  likely  young 
(4-5  yr.  old)  birds,  which  will  not  tolerate  much  disturbance  until 
several  years  of  successful  nesting  experience  have  been  attained. 
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Page  C-3:  Section  7  consultation  has  been  completed.  The  second 
paragraph  calls  for  development  of  site  specific  plans  on  certain  bald 
eagle  neat  territories  to  assist  recovery  of  the  species.  The  MDFWP 
intends  to  participate  with  the  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  to 
accomplish  these  plans  and  encourage  participation  by  the  U.S.  Air 
Force  as  well. 


18.  Recreation: 

Page  2-12:  Impacts  to  regional  recreation  are  identified  as  low  and 
not  significant  "because  overall  use  is  generally  high  only  during  peak 
use  periods. ..  resulting  in  a  slight  decline  of  the  recreational 
experience . " 

We  question  this  rationale.  Adding  additional  use  to  existing  peak 
conditions  further  compounds  problems  at  popular  recreational  areas  like 
Holter  Lake.  Canyon  Ferry  Reservoir,  and  the  Missouri  River 
Recreation  Road.  People  will  ultimately  be  turned  away  from 
•■ampgrounds  for  lack  of  available  campground  space.  If  a 
rer  nationalist's  choice  of  camping  space  is  unavailable,  this  will 
represent  more  than  a  "alight"  decline  in  the  recreational  experience  in 
Montana . 
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Giant  Springs  State  Park  now  has  portions  of  the  season  when  its 
parking  lots  and  picnic  facilities  are  filled  to  capacity.  A  large 
percentage  of  the  current  use  at  these  facilities  Is  attributable  to 
personnel  from  Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base,  which  is  located  only  one  mile 
from  the  park.  Additional  use  hy  an  increased  population  will  add  to 
safety  and  parking  problems  at  the  park,  as  well  as  effect  the  facility's 
I'ompetitlon. 
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Page  2-18:  It  |k  suggested  that  the  sentence  nwling 

"Construction  is  fxim'lcfl  to  lac  in  compliance  with  116."  should  read 
"Const ruction  shall  to  m  compliance  with  .116." 

Pag*1  3-92,  Section  1.1. 1.1:  I*  lease  add  the  Missouri  River 
Recreational  Road  to  amu  identified  a*  “heavily  used" .  Also  add 
Newlan  Creek,  Nylon,  Roan.  Francis  and  Tiber  Reservoirs  to  areas 
identified  as  "heaviest  fishing  access  use". 


The  OF  IS  in*  'erect  ty  states  that  "Hunting. .  primarily  occurs  **n 
National  I'otvst  (.amis.  .  .  an. I  "Kig  game  hunting  primarily  occurs  .>n 
National  Forests...'*.  A  significant  .uaa»anl  of  hunting  pressure  in  the 
Region  of  Influence  l  ROI1  -recura  «*n  private  land.  Recently,  and 
ini'ie.wlng  amount  of  private  kind  in  the  ROI  is  leliig  closed  and 
hunting  rights  leased.  Additional  hunting  pressure  in  the  ROi  caused 
tiy  projected  |HipuLilion  itu  ivoses  relate. I  to  the  Small  10RM  project  may 
increase  this  trend,  furthering  increased  hunting  pressure  on  available 
public  kinds 


Page  4-135:  The  DEIS  states  that  "Increases  m  visitation  oin 
result  in  declines  in  perceived  quality  of  the  recreational  experience..." 

99  Whd  •  this  is  true,  it  will  also  reflect  in  the  success  ratio  of  hunting 
and  fishing.  \  drop  in  success  will  ultimately  be  a  measurable  item, 
and  not  merely  perceived. 


Page  4-157,  Section  4. 5.1.1:  The  DEIS  appears  to  have 

incorrectly  assumed  that  regional  demand  and  participation  in 
recreational  activities  will  increase  at  a  rate  proportional  to  population 
growth .  We  feel  that  it  is  a  valid  assumption  that  construction  workers 
100  and  Malms  I  rom  employees  will  increase  the  proportion  of  the  younger 
imputation,  having  spendable  income  and  leisure  time  in  excess  of  the 
characteristics  of  the  area's  current  population.  This  will  cause  a 
greater  impact  on  the  ROI's  recreational  resources  than  the  DElS's 
issumptiou  provides. 


Page  4*158,  Section  4.5 -2.1:  The  DEIS  has  not  addressed  two 
issues  First,  the  DFWP'h  Smith  River  Plan  is  nearly  complete,  and  the 
Department  is  at  Stage  1  of  management  of  the  South  River,  i.e. 
voluntary  reservation  system.  When  floater  use  exceeds  the  rapacity  of 
the  river  (100  persons  a  day)  for  more  than  15  percent  of  the  float 
season,  the  Department  will  implement  the  next  stage,  which  will 
require  nsmdatory  registration  and  reservation  of  users.  This  will 
development  of  the  Phase  It  system  has  not  yet  been  necessary. 
Possible  increased  use  related  to  the  Small  ICBM  project  may  require 
this  additional  effort  by  the  Department. 


Second,  current  hunting  pressure  in  the  Little  Bell  Mountains  is 
resulting  in  the  need  for  the  Department  to  consider  a  major  change  in 
the  hunting  program  for  this  area.  Currently,  most  hunting  districts 
in  the  Little  Belt  Mountains  are  open  for  antlered  bull  elk  hunting. 
Additional  hunting  pressure  related  to  the  Small  ICBM  project  may  cause 
the  Department  to  implement  special  permit  hunting  in  this  area.  This 
will  subsequently  cause  greater  hunting  pressure  in  other  districts 
further  to  the  west  in  the  area. 
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Page  4-162:  The  DEIS  identifies  “Low,  not  significant  impacts  to 
Giant  Springs."  As  staled  previously,  additional  use  of  this  popular 
95  urea  by  Mulmstrom  AFB  personnel  and  their  families  has  *he  potential  to 
significantly  im{*act  this  slate  park  which  is  already  experiencing 
overcrowding  and  ■  opacity  problems. 


The  DEIS  d*re*  not  address  the  importance  of  the  Missouri  River 
Recreation  Road  in  area  fishing  opjiort unities  The  Missouri  River 
Rctrvuliun  Road  f nan  Holler  Reservoir  to  Ca»<  ad*  receives  73,000  angler 
■  lays  of  use  jrer  year,  and  provide*  access  to  the  must  he  ily  fished 
reach  <»f  river  |>cr  nu>  in  V.  ; tana.  There  are  increasing  in  idents  of 
conflicts  among  flatm.  shore  fishermen,  and  boaters  along  this 
stretch  of  the  Missoun  River  Additional  fishing  pressure  .-an  be 
cxirected  to  (umpuunil  these  problems. 


19.  St. tie-owned  I  .and* 

The  11. S.  Air  Force  is  requested  to  submit  copies  of  any  jrertinent 
field  evaluation*  conducted  •>»  slate-owned  lands  regarding  cultural 
resources,  three,  ent-d  and  cntiangeretl  species,  and  other  resource 
104  information  to  the  Helena  Office  of  the  Montana  Department  of  State 
lands  for  inclusion  in  the  agency's  resource  files  If  <  uilural 
resources  are  found  on  slate-owned  lands,  the  Department  of  State 
lands  should  ta>  conlarted  mimed  lately  to  initiate  mitigation  planning 
pnx-edures . 


20.  Cultural  Resources 

The  consideration  of  cultural  and  )>u  Icon  to  logical  resources  in  the 
Draft  Small  Intercontinental  Ballistic  Missile  Program  DEIS  provides  a 
partial  review  >f  the  kinds,  nature  and  range  of  cultural  and 
I  Wtleont  ologteal  values  likely  to  be  affected  by  the  project.  The 
inadequacies  of  the  document  reflect  the  limitations  of  the  <  urrent 

105  resource  data  bases  for  management  use  a*  well  as  limitations  of  the 
current  resource  data  bases  for  management  use  as  well  as  inadequate 
background  research,  data  synthesis,  and  organisation .  As  a  result, 
the  anticipated  effects  of  the  proponed  project  on  cultural  and 
paleontological  resources  arc  difficult  to  assess.  While  some  Irenefltx 
may  result  in  the  form  of  contributions  to  existing  knowledge  about 
cultural  resources  in  the  study  area  and  in  additional  data  for  more 
effective  management,  the  overall  effects  of  the  project  »•>  the 

106  prehistoric  resource  base  is  dearly  adverse.  lie<-au*e  of  the  selective 
nature  of  data  recovery  for  mitigation  and  the  nonrenewable  nature  <»f 
the  resource.  In  that  light,  the  collective  summary  of  site  impacts 
(Figure  S-7  and  Figure  4.0-2)  should  not  (rertray  effects  to  prehistoric 
resources  aa  beneficial. 

Chapter  3  of  the  document  provides  a  review  of  the  existing  d«t.. 
bases  for  prehistoric,  historic.  Native  American  and  pul«  ontological 
resources.  Considerable  effort  was  made  to  account  for  the  limitations 
and  biases  of  the  existing  data  base  for  prehistoric  sites,  and  to 
generate  useful  management  information  despite  these  limitations. 
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However,  the  chapter  provides  little  contextual  information  from 
which  to  view  the  management  value  of  historic  and  Native  American 
resources.  The  limitations  of  the  Information  examined  was 
appropriately  recognised  and  treated  cautiously,  but  Investigations  of 

107  other  sources  of 

information  ( regie,  ml  and  local  histories,  etc.)  were  ::ot  consulted  to 
establish  useful  overviews  of  the  historic  and,  to  some  extent,  the 
prehistoric  contexts  of  the  area.  Consequently,  the  assessments  of 
potential  impacts  to  various  kind*  of  cultural  resources  are  founded  on 
incomplete  treatments  nr  syntheses  of  the  available  literature. 

Anticipated  impacts  to  prehistoric  sites  are  projected  from 
statistical  applications  to  a  limited  data  base  and  presented  in  the  form 
■  if  sensitivity  zones.  For  historic  sites,  anticipated  impacts  are  1  taxed 
•  in  qualitative  assessments  of  a  limited  and  probably  biased  historic  site 

108  data  base.  Anticipated  impacts  to  paleontological  sites  are  Lured  on 
geological  mapping  data.  Anticipated  impacts  to  contemporary  Native 
American  religious  and  cultural  sites  are  based  on  the  results  of 
solicited  responses  from  local  tribes  and  arbitrarily  derived  buffer  zones 
surrounding  identified  areas  of  sensitivity.  The  document  recognizes 
that  none  of  the  background  information  used  to  assess  project  impacts 
are  reliable  for  making  site-specific  locational  or  evaluative  predictions. 

Given  the  preliminary  planning  stage  of  the  project  and  »he 
limitations  of  the  ■  urrent  data  bases  for  effective  management  of 
cultural  and  paleontological  resources,  establishing  historic  and 
prehistoric  contexls  becomes  i»f  critical  importance  for  planning 
purposes  Contexts  should  include  overviews  of  the  current 

understanding  of  cultural  and  paleontological  values  in  the  project  area. 
Overview*  should  summarize  relevant  data  and  literature  and  seek  to 
identify  historic  and  prehistoric  trends,  patterns  and  other  issues  of 

107  interrelationships  relevant  to  specific  research  topics,  important  events 
md  |w>ra<>ns,  historic  architectural  styles  and  developments,  and 
sociocultural  values  that  have  relevance  to  the  area  uf  loncern.  The 
predictions  of  the  prehistoric  sensitivity  model.  f»»r  example,  is  not 
tpplicable  for  assessing  impacts  to  historic  resources.  A  critical  review 
of  the  interrelationships  of  historic  exploration,  mining,  agriculture, 
transportation,  irrigation,  etc.,  may  have  provided  a  more  useful 
context  from  whlrh  to  develop  scientific  research  potentials  and  identify 
important  jreranns,  events,  and  architectural  qualities  relevant  *«»  the 
area 

The  document  emphasizes  research  potential  as  the  ■  ritual  factor 
in  evaluating  impacts  and  identifying  categories  of  research,  but  does 
not  indicate  what  specific  research  topics,  questions  or  issues  appesr  to 
be  of  relevance  based  on  known  site  data.  And  the  dorument  does  not 

109  address  other  qualities  by  which  Nations!  Register  eligibility 

(significance)  is  assessed.  Consequently,  the  document  focuses  on 
physical  Impacts  from  construction  activities,  but  does  not  address,  for 
example,  visual  impacts  which  may  occur  to  sites  significant  for 
associative  reasons  and  which  retain  a  high  degree  <*f  Integrity  of 
setting 
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Since  all  significant  sites  within  the  area  of  project  effects  have 
yet  to  be  identified,  context*  which  function  os  the  has-.  for 
establishing  site  values  and  reflect  the  National  Register  of  Hisl>ri( 
Places’  "Criteria  of  Evaluation"  (36CFR6Q.6)  or**  warranted.  identifying 
the  qualities  which  would  make  sites  valuable  in  the  study  are-  provides 
the  foundation  for  determining  how  »■>  gr>  about  locating  igrifis  sr’ 
(i.e..  National  Register  eligible)  sites.  In  short,  it  provides  :*,■■  ■■hs.s 
for  forsiulating  the  next  stage  of  planning- -inventory ,  and  ;»■*<!*  »■■ 
informed  evaluations  of  significance  and  appropriate  treatment  ,;rati'gir* 
for  identified  significant  properties  subject  to  project  effects. 

Chapter  4  «>f  the  document  rvhes  on  CKQ  regulations  far 
consistency  In  formatting  and  for  estimating  anticipated  levels  and 
significance  of  impacts.  For  cultural  and  |*tleontofogicsl  resources 
management  planning  efforts,  this  approach  is  largely  umnformat.ve  and 
irrelevant.  Clearly,  the  proposed  project  ha*  the  potential  to  adversely 
effect  significant  cultural  and  jmleontolngical  resource*.  Arbitrarily 
derived  relative  levels  of  impact  applied  t<>  incomplete  and  biased  dais 
liases  contribute  little  to  improving  the  reliability  of  management 
decisions.  Instead.  Tor  cultural  and  |mleonto|ogintl  resources,  the 
intent  'if  Chapter  1  would  be  lielter  served  by  focusing  •■n  contextual 
•  nformation  and  the  National  Register  criteria  established  in  Chapter  3 
to  obtain  a  uselui  assessment  ■•f  the  condition  and  utility  of  the  current 
..ata  base,  the  nature  of  project  impact*  in  relation  to  identified 
resource  values,  and  priqiaral ion  of  strategies  to  axsurv  minimized 
adverse  impacts  t>>  significant  sites. 

Ill  that  regard,  greater  relume*  on  and  reference  i«*  the  National 
Register  of  Historic  Plait**'  "Criteria  of  Evaluation"  4 .76CKR60.6),  the 
Advisory  Council's  regulations  tHCFRROCt:  "Protection  of  Historic 
Pnipertiem",  "Treatment  of  ,  ifheologieal  Properties:  A  Handbook", 
Manual  of  Mitigation  Measures",  and  the  draft  "Pi  •servation  Planning  tn 
Context  is  warranted  Using  the  in  format  ion  ••ontuined  in  these 
document*  to  guide  h*'  Air  Force's  c*  inside  rut  ion  -d"  project  impacts  tn 
significant  cultural  an*.  isilconlnlogn-al  iv*« nines  should  provide  the 
public  with  a  more  understandable  formal  of  lire  |Nilirw:  and  procedure* 
■nvolveil  in  ulen»ifylng  and  evaluating  significant  '-ultural  and 
jsileoniological  properties 

Potential  mitigation  measures  should  men  Ire  iiaprur1  *>f  workable 
*t ntlegtes  fur  reducing  adverse  effects  to  threatened  stgmi leant  sttea. 
Such  mitigation  measure*  should  reflect  ,i  tMlamed  consideration  *»f  the 
nature  of  threatened  site  value*  and  the  nature  ‘»T  anticipated  impacts 
within  the  contextual  framework  provided  in  chapter  3  of  the  DF1S. 


Potential  mitigation  measures  identified  ill  Chapter  4  (4.7.6)  are  at 
treat  a  mixed  txig  of  .»« turns,  some  of  whir*,  do  not  constitute  mitigation, 
md  igfemll  do  not  ..>nv.-y  .»  systematic  and  tn -depth  consideration  of 
112  how  *"  r'"l"iv  the  imiMcts  likely  to  •  recur.  The  Cultural  Resource 
Management  Plan  mentioned  in  this  sect*’-,  *nd  ihe  Draft  Programmatic 
Agreement  ( Appendix  2.  It)  warrant  more  discussion  »!ttiV  the**  would 
aptrear  to  (»•  t  hi-  critical  management  document*  for  pulling  together 
tree  k  ground  re  scan  h .  site  evaluations.  mitigation  efforts.  The 


i 

ri 

> 

W 


E-100 


EV2-1/99  _ |  EV2-1/99 


DOCUMENT  98 


Unxad  State* 

Environment Protection 

*«*«» 


dUcuMton  should  addrwu*  their  intent  and  content,  and  t'i«  timing  and 
lli  procedures  involved  in  completing  the  Section  106  review  process  for 
this  project. 


R*q«n  •  Muni#**  CKKt 
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Section  6-0  of  the  DEIS  contains  a  list  of  only  federal  "Authorizing 
Actions."  The  Final  EIS  must  contain  a  complete  identification  of 
required  state  and  local  permits  and  authorizations  necessary  for 
implementation  of  the  proposed  project,  if  the  U  S.  Air  Force  does  not 
intend  to  pursue  these  required  state  and  local  approvals  prior  to 
project  initiation,  the  Final  EIS  should  contain  or  intends  to  pursue 
only  a  portion  of  these  approvals,  the  Final  EIS  should  contain  an 
explanation  of  the  reasons,  including  legal  rationale  for  such  intentions. 


August  ?1.  1987 


Director  of  tnvi  rj -went al  Planning 

AFRCE-3HS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base 

San  Bernardino,  California  92409-0443 


Re:  Draft  envi nmaental  Impact 

Statement  •  Small  Intercontinental 
Ballistic  Missile  Program 
Malmstrom  Air  Force  3ase,  Montana 


Dear  Sir: 


In  accordance  with  our  responsibilities  under  the  national  Envi ronmental 
Policy  Act  and  Section  309  of  the  Clean  Air  Act,  the  Region  vin  Montana 
Office  of  the  Environmental  Protection  Agency  us  reviewed  the  referenced 
draft  environmental  i*>act  statement  (EIS). 

Specific  .o—ients  are  attocned.  Pie  following  is  a  sisnary  of  our  review. 

This  Draft  EIS  adequately  identifies  tne  envi ro mental  issues  associated 
with  implementation  of  the  proposed  action,  hut  the  discussion  of 
environmental  consequences,  in  most  cases,  oversell  ft  es  tne  range  of 
possible  envi  ro  mental  impacts  within  the  proposed  deployment  area. 

Olscussion  of  emulative  Impacts  is  11** ted  to  the  effects  of  the  possible 
addition  of  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  :o  tne  current  ICtM  project. 

The  local  cumulative  1*>acts  associated  with  various  configurations  of 
laurch  sites  are  probably  more  environmentally  significant.  T.iese  impacts 
need  to  be  addressed  in  much  greater  detail. 

Local  i^iacts  to  stream  and  wetlands  from  year-round  road  use  and 
variations  of  traffic  vol— e  for  a  specific  type  of  launch  site 
configuration  should  be  specifically  addressed. 

Discussions  of  Potential  mitigation  Measures  and  Assumed  Mitigation 
require  more  detailed  analysis.  Monltoriny  plans  should  be  developed  to 
assess  potential  water  quality  Impacts  during  both  construction  and 
operational  phases.  Including  specific  parameters  and  methodologies 
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The  range  of  possible  mitigation  techniques  should  also  be  specified. 
Where  the  application  of  a  specific  technique  is  dependent  on  actual  site 
selection,  a  decision  matrix  and  appropriate  criteria  should  be  provided. 
Monitoring  plans  to  assess  the  success  of  proposed  mitigation  techniques 
should  be  provided. 


Recovery  time  of  the  environment  and  resource  conmrttments  for  specific 
mitigation  techniques  and  the  sensitivity  of  local  ecosystems  should  be 
included  as  factors  in  the  selection  of  actual  launch  sites  for  the 
proposed  action  and  alternatives  1  and  2. 


In  accordance  with  the  criteria  that  EPA  has  establish*  for  rating  draft 
environmental  Impact  statements,  we  have  rated  this  draft  EIS  as  category  EC-2 
(environmental  concerns  -  Insufficient  Information).  EPA  would  like  to  wort 
with  the  Air  Force  to  address  our  concerns  to  ensure  that  potential  impacts 
are  reduced. 


If  you  need  further  EPA  assistance,  please  feel  free  to  contact  Lee 
Shanklin  of  my  staff  at  (406)  449-5414  or  FTS  585-5414. 

Sincerely, 


JoW>.  Wardell,  Director 


Montana  Office 


Auachment 

cc:  Phyllis  Williams,  8PM- EP 
Mike  Hamer,  8PM- EP 


Leader: 


Specific  Reviewer:  ,’py  Slnnott  -  EPA  Region  VIII  Montana  Office,  Air  Programs 
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Co— ent 


i 


I  3-189;  3.11.3.3  This  sentence  should  read  "T.ie  City  of  Great  Falls  has 

|  Paragraph  1 ;  Line  15  submitted  a  plan  to  the  EPA  for  attainment  of 
standard."  -  not  "redesignation". 


2  |  Line  17 


1969  would  be  the  earliest  redesignation  could  be 
expected. 


3 


3-191  I  1*2;  3.11.3.3  Tne  Table  and  paragraph  should  state  what  year  or  years 
Paragraph  3  this  data  represents.  There  have  been  higher  CO  8-hour 
Table  2. IT. 3-2  averages. 


3.11.3.3 

4  Paragraph  5 
last  sentence 


EPA  is  uncertain  that  "...,  no  state  or  Federal 
—blent  air  standards  will  be  violated"  -  with  or 
without  this  project. 


IPM10  standards  replaced  TSP  primary  and  secondary 

standards  on  July  31,  1937.  Analysis  should  address 
the  latest  standards. 

State's  CO  monitor  on  10th  Avenue  South  will  be 
relocated  closer  to  the  street  this  fall  per  EPA 
O  siting  criteria.  This  could  result  In  higher  readings 

despite  automobile  replacement.  CO  discussions  in 
section  3  and  4  assiexe  attai—ent.  EPA  is  uncertain 
about  this  conclusion. 
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Specific  Reviewer:  Lee  Shanklin  -  E?A  Region  VIII  .hontan*  Office 


* 


Comment 


7  I  1-6;  A*r*graph  ? 


define  routine  e.mtenwnce  relative  to  potential 

impacts. 


2-?  I  ?-3 
figure  2.G-1 


2-4,  Paragraph  1 


8 


General  Comwnts 
"apt er  2 


2-4;  Paragraph  3 


This  Table  oversi^il  if ies  proposed  vpacts  by:  I) 
averaging  overall  i^oacts  for  all  sues,  end  12)  does 
not  reflect  effects  of  si  te-soeci  fic  injects  or  the 
effects  af  site  selection  [grouping  of  sites  for 
vecific  drainage  basins  under  *11  out  alternative  3 
wfiicu  Mould  include  *1'  200  sitesi. 

Since  the  number  wnd  location  af  selected  sites  Mould 
vary  under  *11  hut  alternative  3,  *nd  the 
envi  ronmental  conditions  vary  among  sites,  the  range 
of  inpacts  between  the  various  alternatives  is  not 
only  dependent  on  the  number  of  HK.s/site  and  the 
extent  of  the  explosive  safety  rones  but  also  on  the 
local  envir  omental  conditions  at  each  site  (including 
T/E  routes).  This  range  is  more  important  to  the 
comparison  af  the  alternatives  and  to  the  evaluation 
of  relative  impacts  than  a  sumawry  ».  *ch  tends  to 
"average*  tne  i^iacts  and  signif fcance  of  the 
alternatives. 

Chapter  2  presents  an  over  generalization  of  the 
i  mp  ar  *<.  under  *11  alternatives.  The  comparison  of 
lap  ts  between  alternatives  is  wade  in  such 
subjective  terms  that  It  is  more  Misleading  than 
helpful.  This  EIS  Mould  be  better  served  by  replacing 
the  entire  chapter  Mith  tables  that  present  factual 
:riteri**nd  xtings  on  irfiich  to  base  c»q>*ri  son.  The 
criteria  for  defining  tre  magnitude  and  significance 
of  the  inject  for  each  issue  addressed  should  be 
clearly  provided  along  with  the  coagurlsons. 

AU  sources  (including  publication  dates)  for 
information  such  as  «g>1oywent/population  statistics, 
or  facts  cited  fro*  other  documents  and  references 
should  be  noted  and  identified  somewhere  in  the  tent 
or  appropriate  appendix  (i.e. ,  Section  2.2.2.  Energy 
Utility,  second  paragraph,  no  data  or  facts  are 
presented  to  support  these  conclusions.  If  they  are 
presented  elsewhere  in  the  document,  that  section 
should  be  referenced  to  assist  the  reader  in  locat'  , 
m re  specific  information). 


?-d; 


Sec.  >.2.1 


8 


3-171;  3.10.7.1 

Paragraph  4 


10  |3U,;  3  ,0  ?  * 

"  I 

14-1 ;  4.0  Paragraph  3 
line  4 


4-PI;  4. 2.1. 4 

U«n  7  18 


13 


14 


15 


4-90;  4.2. 2.1 
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P.  1-4.  Sec.  1. 3.3.2  alludes  to  ’packaged  crew  life 
support  systems.*  These  need  to  be  discussed  wore 
fully  and  at  least  referenced  In  the  appropriate 
section  of  this  document.  This  comment  also  applies 
to  the  waste  water,  solid  and  haiardous  'action  of 
this  CIS.  A  full  discussion  of  the  antlcipal  •*. 
iapacts  and  Mitigation  for  launch  control  facilities 
and  launch  sites  should  be  included.  If  wastes  are  to 
be  ‘removed*  from  the  launch  sites  as  Implied  here, 
ubere  will  they  go  and  has  it  been  accounted  for 
els*rf»ere? 


22  |  *-?<»;  1st  line 


23 


4-203;  4.2. 1.4 


24 

25 

26 


4-98. 


4.2.2. 2 


16 


17 

18 

19 

20 

21 


4-103;  4. 2. 2. 4 


4-105,  4. 2. 3.1 


4-1)0  4  131  ;  4. 3. 2.1 


City  of  Conrau.  The  discussion  Indicates  that  the 
anticipated  maxima  day  use  levels  could  exceed  the 
treatment  capacity  and  cause  a  reduction  (n  the  90-d*y 
retention.  Contrary  to  the  statement  on  page  4-3, 
paragraoh  1  regarding  the  l^rohability  of  violation 
of  the  laws  cited  in  itw  1.0  on  that  page,  exceeding 
the  treatment  capacity  could  lead  to  eolation  of  the 
city's  waste  water  discharge  permit.  In  s*h 
'nuances  a  plan  should  be  prepared  to  assist  the  city 
in  monitoring  and  mitigating  these  1*>acts  to  avoid 
violation  of  any  permit  limitations. 

Energy  Jt< 1 . ty-Li qui d  fuels.  Ar*  fuels  currently 
stored  at  launch  facilities?  dill  fuel  storage 
capacity  be  altered  at  launch  facilities?  What  are 
the  spill  contingencies  for  these  facilities’ 

Alternative  3.  This  section,  as  well  as  the  section 
on  weste  water  and  solid  and  hazardous  waste,  should 
include  a  discussion  of  the  200  launch  sites  proposed 
uMer  this  alternative. 

Roads  -  Is  there  a  contingency  plan  to  provide  for 
emergency  vehicles  to  by-pass  if!  ronvoys  on  congested 
secondary  Highways  or  T/E  routes? 

Were  requirements  for  additional  road  Maintenance  due 
to  increased  use  of  heavy  vehicles  included  in  these 
eviluat ions’ 

lumulation  Iapacts  -  In  addition  to  the  additive 
impacts  from  the  proposed  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison, 
the  cumulative  lamacts  to  T/E  roads  which  service  more 
than  one  H*.  launch  site  should  be  addressed. 
Presumably,  the  impacts  would  vary  considerably 
depending  on  the  nw*er  of  sites  and  the  length  and 
location  of  a  particular  road  segment.  This  EIS  does 
not  account  for  the  variation  In  the  range  of  local 
impacts. 


27 


28 

21 


General  Comments 
Chapter  4 
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30 

31 
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4-206;  Sentence  2 


4-206;  Paragraph  3 


32 


The  oasis  for  these  statements  should  •><  provided  or 
referenced.  The  statement  is  made  that  ‘existing 
treatment  and  disposal  facilities  will  be  able  to 
service  new  dewands  without  any  additional  cost  >r 
Vteri  oration  in  the  level  o*  service*..*  *tow  is  this 
determination  wade?  If  the  rationale  is  provided 
elsewhere  in  this  doeuxent,  that  should  be  indicated 
here.  This  cowxent  applies  genera. >y  to  all  similar 
summary  statements  »n  this  ;h*pter. 

Paragraphs  2  and  3  in  this  section  end  with  tne  phrase 
"Slightly  increased*.  Please  define  lightly 
increased*.  If  the  difference  between  all 
alternatives  is  truly  negligible,  why  not  just  s*y 
so?  What  is  tne  overall  change  in  utility  use  fur  all 
ilternaitves  vs  the  current  use’ 

The  use  of  an  arbitrary  area  within  I.JuO  feet  of  the 
T/E  Route  system  or  expai.S'on  areas  of  the  launch 
facilities  for  the  ROI  for  soil  erosion  ignores  the 
factors  of  Slope  or  terrain  which  could  be  locally 
Significant. 

Soil  Erosion.  The  relationship  of  erodibie  soils  inn 
terrain  characteristics  to  sensitive  aquatic 
environments  should  be  addressed  m  this  section  in 
addition  to  the  analysis  of  effects  on  vegetation  end 
soil  loss. 

In  addition  to  construction  impacts,  site  impacts  also 
Include  operational  impacts  from  road  and  facility 
tuen  as  crew  changes,  maintenance  and  supply  traffic. 

Assm^tions  and  Assiwed  mitigation,  what  assumptions 
were  used  for  fuel  consumption  during  the  op*rat..n*l 
phase,  1.'.,  supply  trucks,  **t.s,  other  vehlc.es?  > 
these  differ  from  construction  estimates’  Presumably, 
they  would  ;*ed  to  be  based  on  the  type  of  vehicles 
and  nuaber  of  trips  estimated/day  during  the 
operational  phase  or  applied  to  each  altemat've. 
Although  some  of  this  information  is  provided  in  Table 
1.3. 2.1  page  1-5.  similar  estimates  of  fuel 
consu^tion  jro  not  provided. 

Jo  the  impacts  xsscs'ed  in  chapter  4  include  the 
anticipated  base  increases  expressed  in  chapter  3’ 

They  should. 

This  section  ap  ears  to  overlook  any  changes  in  the 
water  supply  fni  launch  control  facility  or  launch 
sites,  neither  mis  section  nor  p.  3-42,  paragraph  3 
gives  any  information  regarding  the  effect  of  the 
constructs  or  operational  phases  on  the  current 
water  supplies  at  these  sites.  This  should  be 
addressed  for  all  alternatives. 
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Please  define  "meaningful  adverse  consequences. * 

Wetland  areas  destroyed  or  significantly  affected  by 
const. should  be  replaced  or  remediated  under  an 
approved  program. 

A  comprehensive  plan  should  be  developed  wh-ch 
specifically  states  the  measures  which  will  be 
implemented  to  monitor  and  mitigate  ’noise,  dust, 
erosion  and  sediment  runoff  into  water  bodies*  during 
the  operation  phase  as  well  as  construction. 

The  soli  stabilization  program  should  be  specified  or 
referenced  and  should  include  the  specific  techniques 
under  consideration. 

Where  removal  of  trees  or  raptor  nests  is  unavoidable, 
suitable  replacements  might  be  provided  at  the  nearojt 
appropriate  location  to  the  original  s> le. 

The  cumulative  impacts  of  Multiple  launch  sites 
on  local  wetlands  and  surface  water  were  not  fully 
addressed. 

Variation  i  n  ■  *»e  traffic  loads  and  resulting  lust, 
noise  and  erosion  levels  for  T/E  routes  that  serve 
Multiple  facilities  us  not  been  .  •'tiirt. 

’disturbance  to  vegetation  in  t^e  d*>1oywent  area 
during  operation  phase  is  expected  to  be  minimal.* 

Will  *.Ms  be  Mpni  jred  in  some  fashion  to  document 
this  statement’  See  the  previous  comient  relative  to 
accumulative  effects  on  roads  serving  multiple  launch 
sites.  A»id»  fro*  'nitial  revegetar’bn  techniques, 
will  a  weed  control  progr*a  be  developed  and 
t  *»lewen*-o  as  a  contingencv’  »tow  will  revegetation 
success  be  moni  tored’ 

-tow  will  disturoances  of  forested  or  riparian  areas  be 
ntnimired*  Cumilative  effects  to  the  local  ecosyst«i 
from  multiple  launch  sit**  in  tne  same  i*w  should  be 
addressed.  The  envl ronmental  criteria,  including 
»ini  tiring  impacts  to  local  .-  osystews.  Should  be 
considered  during  selection  of  actual  launch  sites 
under  all  alternates  except  alternative  3.  Tie 
additional  traffic  and  operational  disturbances  which 
would  result  from  m-jl tipi e  H*.  at  sites  within  the 
same  zoned  area  of  influence  sh-uld  be  assessed. 

Specific  r. vegetation  plan-  should  v*  developed  which 
include  an  estimate  for  the  recovery  time  frame  for 
the  various  citeqiries  of  vegetation  which  may  be 
disturbed. 


E-102 
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4-210;  4. 0.2. 3 


6eneral  Comment 
Chapter  4 


34 


35 


36 


4-2?3;  Sec.  4.8.6 

Paragraph  1 


4-224;  Sec.  4.8.? 
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As  with  the  preceding  section,  mitigation  measures 
shoula  be  specified.  Launch  site  selection  criteria 
should  be  developed  for  the  proposed  action  and 
alternatives  1  and  2.  This  should  include  the 
cumulative  impacts  from  multiple  sites  on  the  same 
local  ecosystem. 

The  trend  in  this  EIS  to  "Average"  the  impacts  over 
the  entire  region  of  influence  for  each  alternative 
tends  to  mask  the  significance  of  impacts  to  local 
environments.  It  is  obvious  that  numerous  specific 
factors  were  utilized  to  reach  these  general 
conclusions.  This  fact,  coupled  with  the  efficient 
use  of  the  GIS,  should  produce  a  range  of  specific 
rating  factors  which  could  be  displayed  to  accurately 
represent  the  variation  on  “local"  impact  under  each 
alternative.  A  matrix  system  could  be  developed  to 
help  assess  the  impacts  at  Individual  sites  and  the 
additive  effects  of  various  combinations  of  sites  when 
related  to  sensitive  environmental  features  in  a 
specific  area.  This  approach  could  provide  a  more 
realistic  basis  for  evaluating  the  relative  impacts 
from  various  launch  site  configurations  under  all 
alternatives. 

This  paragraph  suggests  that  the  Mitigation  of  impacts 
to  biological  resources  from  this  program  may  be  the 
responsibility  of  "other"  agencies.  Sentence  4  which 
states  that  "the  Air  Force  would  encourage  implemen¬ 
tation  of  these  measures  through  envl  rorwental 
awareness  and  other  programs"  Is  misleading.  It 
Svj^ests  that  actual  mitigating  measures  would  not  be 
undertaken  by  the  Air  Force.  The  roles  and 
responsibilities  of  the  Air  Force,  as  well  as  the 
other  agencies,  should  be  more  clearly  stated. 

The  ability  of  biological  communities  to  recover  to  a 
‘state  approximating  pre-di sturbance  conditions  once 
the  disturbance  ends”  is  dependent  to  a  large  degree 
on  the  extent  of  the  “disturbance”  and  the  quality  of 
the  conmii tment  to  a  mitigation  program  during  the  life 
of  the  operation.  This  discussion  should  reflect  that 
fact. 

It  is  unclear  how  the  water  use  rates  for  construction 
discussed  In  this  section  relate  to  the  discussion  in 
section  4.2  on  potable  water  treatment  and 
distribution.  Are  the  rates  discussed  here  in 
addition  to  those  covered  in  the  previous  section  or 
Is  this  section  redundant  to  some  extent?  Comparison 
of  the  water  use  rate  change  for  the  overall  program 
would  be  clearer  if  the  discussion  was  limited  to  one 
section  and  the  same  units  (gpm,  gpcd,  etc.)  were 
consistently  applied. 
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43 


4-226;  Paragraph  2 
last  line 


4-226;  Paragraph  4 


4-230;  Line  1 


4-236;  Paragraph  . 


4.236;  Paragraph  2 


General  Coaments 
4.235-242;  4. 9.2. 2 


4-239;  Paragraph  5 


The  effects  on  the  total  water  resource  from  draw  down 
of  local  surface  water  or  ground  water  resources  are 
*>propr1ate  to  discuss  in  conjunction  with  water 
quality  issues. 

Surface  Water  Hydrology  and  Quality.  The  use  of  the 
current  State  Stream  Classification  system  as  a 
guideline  to  Identify  sensitivity  of  a  particular 
stream  to  water  quality  degradation  is  useful, 
itowever.  revision  of  the  State  Ci  assif ication  for  some 
streams  in  Montana  is  currently  planned.  It  is  not 
apparent  from  the  text  if  the  State  Water  Quality 
Bureau  was  consulted  regarding  this  possible 
reclassification  of  any  stream  within  the  program  area. 

Ground  Water  Hydrology  and  Quality.  What  data  were 
used  to  analyze  the  major  ground  water  sources? 

Please  define  "to  the  extent  reasonable  and 
practicable."  Best  Management  Practices  (W)  should 
be  designed  and  Implemented  to  meet  all  applicable 
Federal,  State  and  local  standards.  The  wording  here 
Implies  that  depending  on  the  interpretation  of 
"reasonable  and  practicable",  these  standards  might 
not  be  met.  We  would  not  necessarily  agree  with  that 
position  and  suggest  that  the  statement  be  reworded  to 
reflect  a  cornel tment  to  full  compliance  with  all 
Federal,  State  and  local  standards. 

The  Utilities  discussion  {see  4.2)  indicated  that 
maximua  day  use  levels  could  exceed  the  treatment 
capacity  and  cause  a  reduction  in  the  90-day  retention 
period  (see  previous  comment  page  4-98;  4. 2. 2.2).  The 
statement  made  in  this  section  should  be  re-evaluated 
in  light  of  this  possibility. 

What  is  the  total  volume  of  additional  waste  water  for 
the  HH.  launch  sites  and  what  are  the  time  frames  for 
delivery  to  specific  municipalities?  The  effects  of 
this  Increase  on  the  local  waste  water  treatment 
facility  should  be  addressed  regardless  of  the 
contractual  nature  of  the  disposal  methods. 

As  stated  In  previous  consents,  this  discussion 
overlooks  individual  site  characterization,  and  the 
cumulative  effects  of  the  construction  or  operational 
phasei  from  the  multiple  launch  site  configuration  on 
a  local  area.  The  discussion  is  vague  regarding  the 
anticipated  levels  of  sedimentation  from  these 
activities  or  their  affect  on  specific  stream  segments. 

What  ,iethodology  was  used  to  analyze  the  "quantities 
of  sediment  delivered  to  the  streams  during  the 
-eccvery  period  . . ."? 


44  4-428.  4.9.6 
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General  Cowwnt 
Sactlon  ..9 


4-763;  4.10.2) 
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Mitigation  methods  are  non-specific.  Potential  saline 
seep  problems  discussed  on  page  4.243,  paragraph  2, 
are  not  addressed. 

As  with  previous  sections,  the  responsibilities  as 
roles  of  the  Air  Force  and  “other"  agencies  need  to  be 
more  clearly  defined. 

Water  quality  Issues  discussed  In  this  section  should 
include  specific  data  like  the  existing  water  quality 
for  streams  and  ground  water  resources  within  the 
potential  Impact  area.  Methods  of  analyses  should  be 
presented  or  referenced  for  all  parameters,  not  Just 
turbidity.  Specific  areas  oTTmpact  should  be 
individually  addressed.  Once  again,  the  cumulative 
effects  of  multiple  sites  and  long-term  road  use  need 
to  be  addressed. 

Specific  examples  of  proposed  mitigation  techniques 
Should  be  provided  and  the  estimates  of  time  frames 
for  the  recovery  periods  associated  with  revegetation 
or  similar  techniques  should  be  listed. 

A  monitoring  plan  to  assess  water  quality  parameters 
during  construction  and  operation  should  be  developed 
is  appropriate.  A  monitoring  plan  to  assess 
revegetation  success  should  also  be  provided. 

Soil  Erosion.  Previous  comments  concerning  soil 
erosion  also  apply  to  this  section.  This  section 
should  address  specific  sensitive  areas  and  the  volwe 
of  traffic  relative  to  the  'umber  of  HUs/site  or 
sites/local  Impact  area. 

Potential  Mitigation  Measures.  Wo  specific 
Information  is  provided.  Previous  comments  concerning 
potential  mitigation  measures  also  apply. 
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Specific  Reviewer: 
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4-119 


General  Comments 


Mike  Hammer  -  EPA  Region  VIII,  Envirormental  ft)  1 1cy 
Branch 


Comment 

This  section  refers  to  movement  for  annual  maintenance 
only.  Will  the  MH.s  be  "exercised"  within  the  launch 
facility  sites?  What  is  the  nature  of  maintenance 
activities  at  the  launch  site? 

This  table  appea-s  to  convey  a  linear  relationship  to 
road  use.  It  is  conceivable  that  any  number  end 
combination  of  vehicles  could  be  using  the  same  T/E 
route  simultaneously.  The  Impacts  from  this  type  of 
use  are  not  addressed. 

The  schedule  presented  here  implies  year-round  use  of 
any  or  all  T/E  routes.  Kjw  will  these  roads  be  kept 
open  in  the  winter?  Who  is  responsible  for 
maintaining  the  roads  in  winter?  Haw  might  snow 
removal  activities  impact  local  environments, 
particularly  with  regard  to  erosion  and  sedimentation 
impacts? 

What  is  the  nature  of  exercise  activities  at  the 
training  area  at  Malmstrom  Air  Force  3ase?  Has  the 
volume  and  nature  of  year-round  activities  been 
assessed  in  terms  of  noise,  dust,  erosion  potential? 

Selecting  facilities  that  may  impact  Class  1  streams 
or  wetlands  should  be  avoided. 

Has  a  spill  contingency  ilan  been  prepared  to  address 
transport  of  fuel  and/or  waste  products  to  and  from 
the  launch  site  in  addition  to  any  onsite  storage? 
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Lt .  Col.  Peter  Walsh 
AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  APB*  California  94209-6R4S 

Re:  Draft  F.1S  for  Small  Intercontinental  Ballistic  .Missile 

Dear  Col.  Walsh: 

This  letter  supplements  my  comments  made  at  the  Conrad  hearing 
regarding  the  Dfc'Io  for  the  above  project  which  Is  more  commonly 
known  hereabouts  as  the  "Midget man  Project". 

Please  favor  the  "no  action  alternative"  discussed  In  the  DEIS. 

If  you  do  not  see  fit  to  accept  the  "no  action  alternative", 
then  I  submit  that  the  DEIS  needs  very  much  to  be  redone  and 
resubmitted  to  the  public  and  the  Congress. 

The  section  on  safety  Is  wholly  Inadequate.  The  Case  I  mishap 
consideration  described  in  5.?.?. I.  Is  an  example.  The  analysis 
states  that  the  mishap  probability  Is  1.32  chances  In  one  hundred 
billion.  I  wonder  is  this  la  true  If  you  consider  that  In  an 
alert  all  of  eastern  Montana  will  be  driving  like  crazy  for 
Kallspell  as  someone  Indicated  Is  our  "evacuation  plan".  I  did 
not  see  any  consideration  of  this  aspect  In  the  DEIS. 

The  Suclear  Dispersion  Model  described  In  5- 3-1 .2  states  that  a 
mishap  could  result  in  aerosollzation  of  up  to  1  percent  of  the 
available  plutonium.  This  one  percent  figure  is  stated  to  be 
based  on  tests.  If  this  were  a  true  worst  case  analysis  then  lt 
seems  reasonable  to  me  that  a  much  higher  figure  than  one  percent 
should  have  been  used.  A  figure  like  100  percent  would  have 
truly  represented  a  worst  case  scenario.  The  use  of  only  a  one 
percent  figure  makes  the  analysis  fatally  defective. 

The  model  parameter  assumptions  described  in  Tabie  5- 3-1-1  also 
present  problems  If  a  true  worst  case  scenario  Is  being  con¬ 
sidered  as  has  been  ,-epresented  In  the  DEIS.  The  wind  speed 
used  Is  an  average.  The  figure  used  Is  4.5  mph.  The  plume  rise 
Is  only  500  feet.  First  It  must  be  understood  that  use  of  an 
average  wind  does  not  even  begin  to  represent  worst  case  condi¬ 
tions.  Our  winds  in  this  area  often  are  very  much  higher.  A 
much  higher  Tlgure  should  have  been  used,  perhaps  30  mph  or  so. 
4.5  is  much  too  low.  Again  the  analysis  Is  fatally  defective. 


5 .J.2.4  discusses  Incidents  lnv-i 
discussion  does  not  mention  the 
plutonium  (Fu-c}9)  Is  24,000  vea 
stance  has  redu"  :  1l_  .  .  '•-■jctl 
years.  Of  course,  due  to  the  stv 
stance  Is  sDl  deadly  for  a  tl 
one  million  years.  I  *as  dlstur 
that  no  one  knew  or  was  will  In,' 
plutonium.  I  cannot  rccal 1  anv 
the  DEIS.  In  reading  the  DEIS  1 
of  plutonium,  It  conveniently  do 
3 f  or  the  most  deadly  substances 
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Figure  5- 3*2-2  which  provides  plixne  Informat  ion  Is  lr.  mv  opinion 
totally  Inaccurate  because  of  the  1  nrorr---cl  wind  soeel  assump¬ 
tions  used  as  Is  discussed  above.  The  plume  vera.*e  wul-1  cer¬ 
tainly  be  much  greater.  The  danger  Is  understated. 

Thus,  I  submit  that  the  Information  submitted  In  the  Tafetv 
Section  Is  Inaccurate,  misleading  and  net  adequate  to  satisfy 
federal  regulations  for  Dfcl.T.  The  discussion  anl  analysis  Is  sc- 
Inadequate  that  only  a  total  reworking  of  the  subject  matter 
followed  by  resubmission  Is  acceptable  If  environmental  laws  are 
to  be  followed. 

I  have  been  told  that  the  cost  of  the  preparation  of  the  environ¬ 
mental  studies  were  about  128  million.  It  Is  Impossible  for  me 
to  believe  this  figure  In  view  of  the  superficiality  of  the  docu¬ 
ment.  If  In  fact  this  figure  is  even  close  to  being  accurate, 
this  DEIS  has  no  be  the  equivalent  of  the  famous  I90C  hammer  be¬ 
ing  purchased  by  the  military.  I  would  like  to  know  the  correct 
pr^ce  paid  by  the  USAF  for  this  report.  CT  course.  If  the  Mgure 
is  somewhere  In  the  region  of  MU  ion  then  a  reworktnm  of  the 

DEIS  would  cost  another  bunch  of  millions.  As  a  taxpayer  this 
does  not  set  too  well.  However,  as  between  spending  a  great  deal 
more  money  and  correcting  a  document  that  misleads  the  public  and 
the  Congress,  I  rind  the  latter  preferable. 

Section  7  lists  the  preparers  or  this  DEIS.  When  I  see  that  six 
full  pages  "plus"  of  high  paid  military  industrial  parasites  had 
their  hands  In  this  DEIS  multimillion  dollar  pie,  lt  becomes  easy 
to  see  why  the  DEIS  cost  Is  so  high.  I  notice  that  a  majority  of 
these  people  are  employed  by  a  company  known  as  Tetra  Tech,  Inc. 

I  would  like  to  know  who  owns  Tetra  Tech,  Inc.  Is  lt  keeping  the 
w ea^ons  business  health y?  I  further  noticed  that  all  of  these 
people  live  a  long  distance  from  Montana.  They  collect  their 


OOCUMENT  100 


8/20/87 


large  payroll  checks  while  living  in  affluent  California  suburbs 
or  In  similar  conditions  far  from  the  area  to  be  effected.  We 
here  In  the  cold,  harsh  prairies  of  Montana  who  must  live  with 
these  nuclear  weapon  abomnat Ions ,  get  little  or  no  benefits  and 
will  be  the  first  to  be  vaporized.  Why  were  residents  of  Montana 
not  given  the  opportunity  to  assist  In  the  preparation  of  this 
DEIS  on  a  paid  basis?  If  the  people  of  Montana  were  allowed  to 
prepare  this  DEIS  then  I  suspect  that  a  more  objective  document 
could  have  been  presented  to  the  public  and  the  Congress.  The 
Congress  should  be  offended  by  this  misleading  DEIS. 

As  regards  my  background,  I  have  a  M3E  from  the  University  of 
Michigan,  am  a  former  research  engineer  and  also  have  extensive 
experience  In  evaluation  of  EIS  documents  and  litigating  same. 

I  reviewed  this  DEIS  on  a  voluntary  basis.  Even  though  I  am  now 
out  of  touch  with  current  engineering  and  weapons  technology,  I 
believe  I  can  still  determine  Incorrect  basic  assumptions  which 
result  in  a  weak  engineering  analysis.  That  is  the  case  here  as 
I  have  Indicated.  This  DEIS  needs  to  be  redone  and  resubmitted. 

Sincerely  yours. 


bcnald  R.  Marble 


INTENTIONALLY 

LEFT 

BLANK 


DRM/mw 

cc:  Montana  Congressional  Delegation 


> 

U1 


E-104 


EV2-1/101 


DOCUMENT  101 


DOCUMENT  101 


ftatr  of  Montana 
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4H*444*XIII 

TED  SCHW1NDCN 
OOVMNO* 


August  10.  198? 


Mr.  David  MePhee 

Envlronmantal  Protection  Management  Branch 
AFRCE-BMS/DEVE 

Norton  Air  Force  Base,  CA  92909-6M8 
Dear  Dave: 

I  have  enclosed  the  written  testimony  that  I  had  intended  to  present 
on  behalf  of  the  Governor  at  the  July  22.  1987  Small  ICBM  DEIS  public 
hearing  in  Great  Falls.  Montana.  If  you  recall,  because  of  the  large 
1  number  of  citizens  wishing  to  speak,  and  the  limited  amount  of  time  avail¬ 
able.  I  donated  the  Governor's  time  to  the  general  public  for  testimony.  I 
do  feel  It  important,  however,  that  the  remarks  of  the  Covernor  be  en¬ 
tered  Into  the  official  record  of  the  hearing. 

I  would  appreciate  it  if  you  could  see  that  the  proper  hearing's 
official  receives  these  comments.  Thanks. 


mTUBW 

PUBLIC  ms  mane  small  ichm  project 
GREAT  FALLS,  MONTANA 
JULY  22.  1917 

THANK  YOU  COL.  BRISTOL  AND  REPRESENTATIVES  OF  THE  AIR  FORCE 
BALLISTIC  MISSILE  OFFICE. 

FOR  THE  RECORD.  NY  MANE  IS  RALPH  DRIEAR,  AND  I  AM  AN 
ADMINISTRATIVE  ASSISTANT  ON  THE  GOVERNOR'S  STAFF. 

I  WANT  TO  THANK  THE  AIR  FORCE  FOR  THE  OPPORTUNITY  TO  COMMENT 
AND  FOR  THEIR  EFFORTS  IN  KEEPING  THE  GOVERNOR'S  OFFICE  AND 
STATE  AGENCIES  INFORMED  AND  INVOLVED  DURING  THE  PREPARATION 
OF  THE  SMALL  ICBM  DRAFT  EIS. 

THE  SITING  OF  A  MAJOR  NEW  ADDITION  TO  THE  NATION'S  NUCLEAR 
DEFENSE  SYSTEM  IN  MONTANA  IS  A  MATTER  OF  MAJOR  SIGNIFICANCE 
TO  ALL  MONTANANS.  IT  DESERVES  CAREFUL  REVIEW  AND 
CONSIDERATION  BEYOND  POTENTIAL  SHORT-TERM  BENEFITS.  MONTANANS 
HAVE  BORNE  THE  BURDEN,  WHILE  ALSO  REAPING  THE  ECONOMIC 
BENEFITS  OP  PAST  AND  CURRENT  NATIONAL  DEFENSE  PROJECTS 
LOCATED  IN  THE  STATE.  THE  PUBLIC  REVIEW  AND  CCNRtEHT  PROCESS 
ON  THE  SMALL  ICBM  PROJECT  IS  A  CHANCE  FOR  MONTANANS  TO  AGAIN 
SPEAK  THEIR  MIND  AND  PARTICIPATE  IN  THE  SHAPING  OP  OUR 
NATIONAL  DEFENSE  PROGRAM. 
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STATE  AGENCIES  ARE  CURRENTLY  REVIEWING  THE  DRAFT  EIS  UNDER 
THE  PROVISIONS  OF  A  PROCEDURE  FOR  COORDINATING  EXECUTIVE 
AGENCY  RESPONSES  TO  FEDERAL  EIS'S.  THIS  COMMENT  PROCESS 
PROVIDES  STATE  AGENCIES  WITH  THE  OPPORTUNITY  TO  ANTICIPATE, 

RESOLVE  AND  MINIMIZE  INTERAGENCY  CONFLICTS  WHEN  COMMENTING  ON 
THE  FEDERAL  EIS'S.  AGENCY  COMMENTS,  WHEN  COMPLETED,  WILL  BE 
FORWARDED  TO  THE  GOVERNOR'S  OFFICE  FOR  THE  PREPARATION  OF  A 
SINGLE  RESPONSE  TO  THE  AIR  FORCE  UNDER  THE  GOVERNOR’S 
SIGNATURE. 

IN  ADDITION,  MEMBERS  OF  THE  GOVERNOR'S  SMALL  ICBM 
INTERGOVERNMENTAL  WORKING  GROUP,  ESTABLISHED  EARLIER  THIS 
YEAR,  ARE  REVIEWING  THE  DRAFT  EIS.  THE  WORKING  GROUP  IS 
COMPOSED  PRIMARILY  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  FROM  AFFECTED  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENTAL  UNITS.  THEIR  COtttENTS  WILL  ALSO  BE  CONSIDERED 
BY  THE  GOVERNOR  DURING  THE  PREPARATION  OF  THE  STATE  COMMENTS 
ON  THE  DRAFT  EIS.  IF  THE  PROJECT  RECEIVES  CONGRESSIONAL 
APPROVAL,  IT  IS  ANTICIPATED  THAT  THE  ROLE  OF  THE  WORKING 
GROUP  WILL  INCLUDE  FUTURE  CONSIDERATION  OF  APPROPRIATE  IMPACT 
MITIGATION  MEASURES,  INCLUDINO  ECONOMIC  ASSISTANCE  TO  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENTS. 

THE  GOVERNOR  CONSIDERS  MITIGATION  A  MATTER  OF  HIGH  PRIORITY . 

ULTIMATELY,  CONGRESS  MUST  DECIDE  WHETHER  THE  PROPOSED  SMALL 
ICBM  PROJECT  IS  IMPLEMENTED  AS  PROPOSED.  IN  THE  MEANTIME, 

WE,  AS  MONTANANS.  HAVE  A  RESPONSIBILITY  TO  CAREFULLY  REVIEW 
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THE  DRAFT  EIS  AND  TO  MAKE  OUR  CdWEMTS  KNOWN.  WE  URGE  YOU  TO 
LISTEN  CAREFULLY  AND  GIVI  OUR  COMONTS  THE  CONSIDERATION  THAT 
THEY  DESERVE  IN  YOUR  AGENCY'S  PREPARATION  OT  A  FINAL  EIS. 

THANK  YOU  AGAIN  FOR  THE  OPPORTUNITY  TO  C08MSNT  ON  BEHALF  OF 
THE  GOVERNOR'S  OFFICE.  WE  LOOK  FORWARD  TO  THE  SUBMITTAL  OF 
OUR  FORMAL  COUtENTS  TO  THE  AIR  FORCE. 
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PUIM.ir  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  * 
Small  1CBM  Program 
Malmsirom  Air  Fore**  Haw,  Montana 


•if  n*te 


Hearing  (.oration  LtntJ  /« 

Nam*:  C4a*  /o  xKif i i** 

Organisation! 

Mailing  Address:  /  7 <  it.  J> 

cr  ^r  fma,  ‘17  *'//'« 

Check  ih*  appropriate  participant  category: 
public  Designated  Representative 

Official  of  Private  Organisation 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing. 
Cheek  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments. 

Check  her*  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement,  j ^ 
Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS.  Draft 


■■<y  'V-* 


Private 

Citizen  JC 


Area  of  question  or  comment  (cheek  all  that  apply): 


Air  Force  Policy 

Syslcm  Requirements  _ 

Employment  _ 

Housing 

Education  _ 

Public  Services 
_ Public  Finance 

_  Utilities  _ _ 

Transportation 
_  land  Use 

"  2  Other  (please  specify)  C.-'4*rrve*»*».  ./*l AK 
Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  eomments  may  also  be  submitted  In  a  letter  or  other  format;  how¬ 
ever,  eomments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  1987  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below. 


Recreation 
Visual  Resources 
Cultural  Resources 
Native  American  Resources 
Biological  Resources 
Air  Quality 
Noise 

Water  Resources 
Geology  and  Soils 
Safety 

l\>  Ayyrji*  A)tr£> 


Director  of  Environmental  Planning 
AFRCE-BMS/DF.V 

Norton  Air  Force  Base,  California  92409-844* 


Statement(s)  Attached 
Yes  _ No 


•Filling  out  this  form  is  not  required,  but  H  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
eall  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 
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.11'  t  tie  ld/etmn  “ia  1  le  ‘e  ’»5»;d  for  'fens*  or  rv»f*n':*'' 

If  ur.'-ri  ror  of  am*  *«1  11  -a  tied  as  »  :  irnt  trike  ’  ea  -m’  f 
not  w»i"  not?  o  to  114  tp  euendo’m  exr*n:-«  o  de  1  -vin«*  t  >* 

>«a-iO!!?  Tf  it  is  o  e  used  as  we  are  l"d  to  eliev*  t  -'1  tniirt 
w«w  will  it  oe  uaeo  to  interceot  .oconin"  i  -  lies”  Tue  "V 
xyst*-'  tuat  w  ss  :nder  fan  j  id  era  t  on  a  -vmber  o'  years  a  o  -ad* 
nor*  sar.^a  ti.an  the  nresent  *  id.-et*an. 

Tii*  burnin.*  cuast  on  is  who  is  nn-  to  ar'’  -ill  it  v*  th* 
various  cowpanias  tis<  will  he  "rod»etnr  ti*  v«rio-  s  cowoo nen*. 
carts  or  tne  LY.'I.v  T’X  ’tv  j;? 

Tf  k.,e  various  eowpenies  are  so  Patriotic  t:.*n  T  think  thrr 
should  Torero  the  Trewendous  ''refits  tn*v  ex-wet  to  et  et  Tax- 
paver  exnense. 

If  tne  l»0  to  $0  Rllllnn  dollars  tuat  is  tne  rrrolect  d  coat 
of  ranufacture  and  denlovmnt  of  said  wisaile  would  be  used  for 
dueation  and  ItConomic  assist  a  ce  to  our  T.entr*l  African 
Keirhbors  we  would  not  be  e- broiled  in  tne  oreseot  Crisis. 

k‘e  aoould  ask  oureelves  just  what  efforts  we  hare  nade  in  tne 
last  110  vears  to  assist  our  Central  American  Countries. 


Sincerely, 

V.1  '/^  ^  f 

Chaa.  Heber 
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Hearing  Location  (fciavMHT 
Name: _  fclLJW iLV*  . 

Organization:  . _  .  .  . . 

Mailing  Adfress:  T&} 0  £t»>  (ML 

kfdbtlAA*  tM 

Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

Public 
Official 


Designated  Representative 
of  Private  Organization 


Private 
Citizen  A 


Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  ■  question  during  the  hearing. 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments. 

Cheek  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement.  ^  _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS.  \  Draft  ^  Final 
Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 


_ _  Air  Force  Policy 

_ System  Requirements 

_  Employment 

Housing 

_  &  Education 

Public  s— vie** 

_  Public  Finance 
_  Utilities 

Transportation 
I -and  Use 

Other  (please  specify) 

Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  m  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  m  an  attached 
statement.  Written  eommenl*  may  also  he  submitted  in  a  teller  or  other  format;  how 
ever.  Comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  19*7  and  mailed  to  the 


address  below. 


Recreation 

Visual  Resources 

Cultural  Resources 

Native  American  Resources 

Hiological  Resources 

Air  Quality 

Noise 

Water  Resources 
Geology  and  Soils 
Safety 
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(A*m  ’Hama. 
tT*MAr 
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Mall  to;  Director  of  Knvir> 

afro:  bms/i>i  \ 

Norton  Air  Force 


Planning 

c.  f  alifornio  92409  844* 


St«tement(s|  Attached 
Yes  X  No 


•Filling  out  thi*  form  is  not  required,  but  it  is  recommended.  Th*  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  reeof nixing 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


Additional  Comments: 
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DATA  REQUIRED  BY  THE  PRIVACY  ACT  OF  I9T4 
(S  U.S.0  5S2a) 

1.  Authority 

33  U.S.C  55557a,  SS7b.  397,  7*9a 

2.  Principal  Purpose 

Information  is  used  to  compile  mailing  lists  for  sending  brochures  and  other  data 
concerning  the  project  to  those  who  might  be  interested. 

3.  Routine  Uses 

A.  Information  is  forwarded  to  Federal,  State,  and  local  agencies,  and  Congressmen.  1 

B.  Information  is  used  to  compile  mailing  lists  for  other  projects  in  which  the  person 
supplying  the  information  might  have  an  interest. 

C.  Information  is  compiled  in  a  Record  of  Public  Meeting  and  made  available  to  the  public. 

D.  Names  of  people  and  their  comments  during  the  public  meeting  are  published  in  project 
reports. 

4.  Mandatory  or  Voluntary  Disclosure  and  Effect  or  Individual  Not  Providing  Information 

Voluntary  -  Failure  lo  provide  the  information  requested  could  result  in  failure  to  receive 
brochures  and  notification  of  further  developments. 
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August  11,  1987 


TESTIMONY  STATEMENT  FOR  DEIS  HEARING 
Carol  I.  Collins 


July  22,  1987 
GFHS  7 j 00  p.m. 


Director  of  Environmental  Planning 
ATRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base,  California  92409-6440 
Dear  Sir: 

Enclosed  is  a  letter  written  by  Charles  Heber,  received  by 
me  shortly  before  the  hearing  in  Great  Falls  held  on  July  22nd. 
Since  he  was  unable  to  attend  the  hearing,  he  thought  maybe 
someone  else  could  read  it  for  him  but  this  didn’t  work  out. 
Charles  is  a  gentleman  who  is  nearly  eighty  years  of  age  and 
feels  strongly  about  this  issue. 

Also  enclosed  is  my  full  testimony,  which  1  was  not  able 
to  give  at  the  hearing.  Since  I'm  not  sure  exactly  what  was 
omitted  and  what  w<i»  gxvwn,  1  shall  enclose  it  m  iUs  entirety 
and  you  can,  in  some  way  or  other,  include  the  parts  which  were 
not  given  on  the  22nd  at  the  hearing. 
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In  addition,  1  inadvertently  neglected  to  check  the  box  in 
order  to  ask  questions,  and  the  following  questions  were  those 
which  I  wanted  to  include: 

How  accurate  was  the  Air  Force  in  estimating  the  enrollment 
nusdser  of  students  in  Wyoming  when  the  MX  was  deployed? 

How  is  money  provided  during  the  period  when  there  is  a  ■lag" 
due  to  a  shortfall?  If  money  is  borrowed  from  some  other  source, 
what  about  the  interest  it  would  have  gained  had  it  stayed  in  a 
particular  account  -  or  is  this  a  problem?  will  the  final  EIS 
address  such  material? 

Is  this  public  hearing  process  on  environmental  impacts  actually 
responsive  to  citizens*  concerns,  or  is  it  simply  a  political 
placebo  to  make  us  think  we  can  actually  have  a  voice  in  goveriusent 
decisions  of  this  natura?  If  an  EIS  Bhows  areas  of  adverse, 
significant,  high  impact,  does  this  mean  that  a  proposed  project, 
such  a*  Midgetman,  will  be  dropped?  Do  members  of  Congress 
actually  take  the  results  of  an  EIS  under  serious  consideration 
when  determining  whether  to  fund  such  a  project?  Since  Montanans 
voted  in  1982  against  the  deployment  of  any  more  nuclear  missiles 
in  Montana  by  a  margin  of  57*  statewide  -  and  even  45%  of  Cascade 
County  voters  opposed  such  deployment  -  representing  11,306 
voters  here  in  our  county,  is  it  realistic  to  think  that  the 
voice  of  American  citizens  will  be  listened  to  simply  because 
there  is  a  process  whereby  our  input  is  recorded  regarding  impacts 
such  deployment  will  have  in  our  community  and  in  our  state? 

(Question  •  3  was  part  of  my  testimony,  but  since  I  was  told  to 
end  my  testimony,  I  know  that  the  question  in  its  entirety  was  not 
given.) 

Thank  you  for  allowing  this  written  testimony  to 
the  DEIS  hearing  record. 


Peace  Through  Justice, 

Carol  X.  Collins 
3030  8th  Ave.  S. 


part  of 


Great  Falls,  HT  , 
59405  ; 
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My  name  is  Carol  Collins  and  I’m  a  self-employed  legal  typist. 

Although  I  have  many  areas  of  concern  re  the  DEIS,  the  one  I  choose  to 
address  is  education,  particularly  as  it  ralstss  to  Grsat  Tails. 

According  to  the  DEIS,  all  three  housing  options  under  all  basing 
sltsrnstives  will  rssult  in  high,  significant  and  adverse  impacts  on 
our  school  system. 

The  projected  increase  in  Greet  Tells  students  for  the  year  19*6  is 
1,300.  The  breakdown  for  program-related  enrollments  is  anticipated 
to  be  710  elementary,  166  junior  high,  373  senior  high  and  50  special 
education  students. 

Various  options  are  addressed  in  the  DEIS  to  handle  this  increase. 

One  is  to  build  a  new  school.  Under  the  heading  of  potential  Mitiga¬ 
tion  Measures,  various  possible  funding  sources  are  listed.  Two  of 
them  are  programs  which  ateittedly  have  limited  currant  funding  and  a 
third  possibility  remains  to  be  explored.  In  another  section,  the 
following  statement  is  made:  "Resolutions  to  these  problems  would 
require  major  additions  of  personnel  or  facilities  for  which  sufficient 
funds  are  not  expected  to  be  available. •  This  concerns  me- 

A  second  option  explores  the  possibility  of  converting  the  currently 
vacant  Paris  Gibson  Junior  High  School  to  an  elementary  school,  re¬ 
quiring  basing  -  an  expensive  end  not  altogether  desirable  option  for 
many  G.F.  parents  of  elementary- age  children. 

If  the  Proposed  Action,  which  involves  programmed  onbsse  housing 
is  chosen,  e  new  school  will  almost  certainly  be  a  necessity  since 
the  school  nearest  Malmstrom,  Loy  Elementary  School,  will  double  Its 
enrollment,  adding  approximately  600  students  sad  bringing  the  pupll-to- 
teacher  ratio  to  SO  to  1. 

If  either  of  the  other  two  housing  options  are  chosen  and  students 
are  bused  to  several  other  schools,  the  pupll-to- teacher  ratio  is 
still  estimated  to  be  above  state  standards,  thus  threatening  accredi¬ 
tation. 

The  re-opening  of  closed  elementary  schools  la  also  llstod  aa  an 
option  in  the  DEIS.  Since  many  of  these  schools  were  closed  beesmne 
they  were  considered  to  be  energy- inefficient  and  presumably  remain  so, 
it  would  seem  to  be  poor  planning  to  consider  this  e  viable  option. 
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Re-equipping,  cleaning  and  rennovating  such  schools  is  costly. 

Another  financial  factor  is  the  issue  of  hiring  additional  faculty 
in  order  to  handle  the  increased  enrollment.  Teachers  who  would  be 
first  on  the  list  to  be  hired  would  be  those  who  have  been  RIPd  in 
the  pest,  justifiably  so,  thus  requiring  higher  salaries  because  of 
their  experience. 

One  major  concern  I  have  is  that  ths  DEIS  sstimatss  there  will  be 
revenue  shortfalls  of  approximataly  $100,000  to  $170,000  in  ths  yaar 
2000  and  thsrssftsr,  mentioning  a  lag  between  when  state  foundation 
atonies  and  property  taxes  srs  received  by  the  district  and  when  ths 
additional  students  arrive.  I  am  especially  concerned  about  what 
happens  during  this  lag  -  not  only  from  a  financial  perspective  but 
I  wonder  if  it  is  possible  or  likely  that  until  adequate  provisions 
are  made,  our  students  will  once  again  b#  subjected  to  double-shifting 
as  they  were  in  the  past.  As  the  parent  of  four  children  who  attended 
G.F.  schools  beginning  in  1962  and  ending  in  1913,  X  know  what  it 
means  for  students  to  be  catching  a  bus  at  5:30  in  the  morning  whan  the 
temperature  is  -25". 

Under  all  proposed  options  in  the  DEIS,  our  children  are  likely  to 
experience  hardships  in  on#  form  or  another  and  financial  hardships 
will  undoubtedly  be  felt  by  those  of  us  who  are  taxpayers. 

One  DEIS  suggestion  changing  school  boundaries  would  also  crests 
hardships  on  students  a,,  their  families.  Having  lived  in  one  house 
south  of  G.T.  for  a  period  of  11  years  and  having  our  children  bused 
to  five  different  elementary  schools,  often  changing  from  year  to  year 
or  even  within  a  school  year,  I  know  wheraof  I  apeak.  It  is  not  assy 
for  children  to  make  thesa  kinds  of  adjustments. 

One  suggestion  I  would  like  to  make  is  that  the  final  draft  of  the 
EIS  contain  estimated  costs  for  each  option  in  regard  to  educational 
impacts. 
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Institute  for  Peace  and  International  Security 

P.O.  Box  2651,  Cambnjgr,  Massachusetts  02236 
(617)  547-3336 


kuunutiipk  'umwtiii' 


AA/mtf  fc»J  Clam 
M u.  Ksf-wtk  GMbrw* 
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o/Tsctmoiagr 
UkMT  Khn 


Lt .  Col.  Hetfr  Mish 
AI>Kt  fc-NHb/llfcY 
Norton  Air  ►one  Bawe 
California  SiW-uH* 


Kfe:  t  ouruik  on  I'l.iH  no  iiunavniiu  suiraml 

(Ublb)  lor  (ne  bMU  im  rrcuni  i  nenlal  ttalililic  Missile 
I  S>  i  t'UM  I  or  "Ntdcetsan  '  at  Jl»la»irua  Air  lorce  Base, 
Montana ■ 


Dear  Colonel  kalsh: 

Ihe  yropoyeu  Hidgctann  drptuvsenl  at  .Malaalroa  Air 
lorce  base  oeaerves  a  good  deal  ot  coaaeiii  with  regard 
to  its  national  economic,  strategic,  and  arts  control 
impacts  4  see  tne  article,  "Nidge taan :  Missne  in  search 
of  a  Mission, “  by  P.  ► .  fcalker  and  J.A.  Wentworth. 
Bulletin  ol  tne  Atoaic  acientists  42:*  I  November  1SB0 1 , 
and  a  forthcoming  article  in  IPlb’s  fence  PtBfr 
senes/,  tiiven  your  Halted  l)tlb  scoping  paraaeters, 
which  1  believe  improperly  euiude  discussion  of  these 
issue*,  1  h n\«  confined  a>  cosaentt  nere  to  a  tew 
environaental  questions  toncersint  roads, 
transportation,  and  noise  inadequately  aduresnru  in  the 
draft  . 

The  Ilk  IS  raises  transportation  issues,  particularly  in 
section  four,  and  locuses  priaamy  on  the  heavy 
conjest iun  caused  first  by  construction  crews  f roa 
1991-1995  and  next  by  the  peraanent  70%  increase  in  Air 
Korce  personnel  and  faailies  (population  increases  froa 

10,7 U0  to  11*. 2101. 

An  additional  concern,  however,  is  the  actual  operation 
of  the  200-250  SKBHi  on  their  "hard  aoblle  launchers" 
(HNLal  with  related  vehicle*  and  the  lapact  on  state, 
county,  and  city  roada  and  traffic.  You  have  eatiaated 
1  Table  1.3. 2-1,  p.  1-51  the  nuaber  of  annual  roundtnps 
of  HHL-reiated  vehicles  froa  Maiastroa  to  launch 
fact  lit  lea .  <ty  calculations  show  the  following  ayatea 
totals  l ranges  are  given  due  to  stated  deployaent 
paraaeters  of  200-250  SKBMs  »t  100-200  Minuteaan 


Hard  tot>i  ir  uimrni*t 

baieti  ten i tie 

srmaiiiiary  roll.*'  r.iii'ii 

support  anu  Maintenance 

Mel  it*’  iing  Venn  i  c 

i  rev  Mvwaiea.-ni  it-im  ir 

!»l’l  Ur  Id  Veil  ||  I  •  • 

water  k  » w  t ev nti  r  n  tnu-uri  i 

Iuul  M.aLMMtniM  kuiaIm Mil's: 

IOIAI.  Ml  LbS  Wllir.1  V\\l  Vl.I.i  : 

AVt.KAur.  OSfc-kAl  iMIP.M  b.Aili: 

AVKMAbk.  HAIi.V  MILL Wfc: 


me  average  ouUnce  net  ween  Maiastroa  and  me  icoo  potential 
livpioxat-ui  hi  tea  is  nf  .11  ai  if*  icaiculaied  i  roa  Appendix  A. 
wmch  lists  the  shortest  aislance  as  ld.1  aiiew  |(o  silo  I  —  1 0 1 
and  the  longest  as  1 5l  ai  lea  (in  silo  l-.ul.  ihis  aeana  that 
vehicles  win  drnt  7  -  jo  -  14.s*  ail  lion  ailea  annually  over  the 
7ui  ailea  ol  deployaent  area  roads.  Ihia  interprets  into  245  - 
5u0  one-way  venicie  trips  daiiv  covering  ^o.uuu  -  4u,oou  ailea. 
lou  have  also  suggested  ip.  1-lJOi  that  these  figures  aay  double, 
reducing  levels  ot  service  along  i>  09,  interstate  15,  and 
elsewnere . 

oi  ven  the  aagm  tilde  ol  tnese  nuaber*.  one  atist  question  your 
conclusion  that  “aitnougn  annoyance  ana  delays  could  be 
experienced,  they  would  only  occur  occasionally  on  short  segsenta 
of  deployaent  area  rouus ... long-durat ion  inpacti  to  oeployaent 
area  roada  are  judged  to  ue  low  and  not  significant."  Ip.  4-1311 

An  laportant  related  issue  is  the  aoveaent  frequency  of  the 
■  nine,  HNL.  and  convoy,  aside  froa  ail  other  related  support 
vehicles.  You  state  that  the  HML,  ansile.  and  warhead  will  sake 
one  roundtrip  per  year  between  Maiastroa  and  its  launch  facility, 
ip.  1-51  Practice  driving  and  deployaent  will  take  place  on  a 
practice  area  on  base.  These  asauaptiona  appear  to  aw  very 
lapractical  if  one  wants  to  Maximize  the  aecond-str ike  capability 
and  necessary  survivability  or  the  aiaaile. 

If  one  wanted  high  confidence  in  the  reliability  of  the  HNL  and 
in  the  skill  of  the  crew  to  deploy  the  »y*tea  under  nuclear 
attack,  actual  practice  runs  froa  the  individual  launch  facility 
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I  to  potential  launch  points  would  nave  to  be  performed  regularly, 
pernaps  at  least  on  a  monthly  basis.  And,  were  the  2l>0-*5o  HNLs 
to  deploy  on-  or  off-road  regularly,  the  above  figures  would 
increase  dramatically. 

I  More  spec l f ica 1 1 v ,  what  reassurances  can  you  give  thar  the  HHLs 
will  aove  away  froa  the  launch  facility  not  more  than  once 

I  annually’  And,  if  they  do  not.  what  i»  your  com idence  level  in 
the  HNL  and  crew  reliability'’ 

The  HML  with  a i mimic  wilt  weigh  sobc  43u,ouu  pounds.  iou  state 
that  "for  peacetime  transportation  to  and  from  launch  facilities, 
the  HNLs  will  be  recout  igitred  I  lifted  with  temporary  load-bearing 
wheels)  to  ensure  that  loading  on  each  axle  n  below  ln.uuu 
pounds."  lhts  will  require  at  least  13  axles,  sin  more  than 
presently  on  your  prototype  would  you  indicate  now  this  might 
be  engineered,  or  whether  the  per-axie  load  will  nave  to  rise 
above  IH.uuu  pounds  li  this  last  possibility  is  the  case,  what 
will  be  the  impact  on  roada 

I  assume  mat,  regaroies*  ol  nn.  movement  aiong  roada,  the  HNL 
will  oe  moved  in  and  out  ot  its  protective  shelter  regularly  onto 
the  service  apron  tor  maintenance.  flow  '.Itcn  will  this  happen’ 
And  what  will  the  noise  impact  ol  Hie  laige  1  20o-horxepo*~i' 
engines  running  where  doe-,  the  MNl  engine  sn  on  vour  decibel 
levels  cited  on  pnsr  \u  wm-ie  .p>  i  t  i mi  HML  engine  noise 

adequately  discussed. 

I  .Mv  linat  i  <.a»iui  i  >  n- •rn*  tin*  reentry  vehicle.  »-m  state  flint 
the  qidset  Ban  wiu  <  #rr*  one  tine  ie*r  wurnenn  ol  tne 
;  MX/Peacegepper-ai as i ic  t»je.  u-t  tin*  weight  .»f  t  tie  silHM  nas 
!  recently  been  increased  froa  .iu,»uu  to  j7.BUU  pounds  in  order  to 
accoaaoriate  penetrhf  ion  .«i<is  twi;  h  i  i,i  »  a  second  wailtead. 

Have  von  consider . .  .mi- ■  .  •  •  v  . . .  nemg 

eventually  oeptoved  on  earn  bl'  HN  ’  If  not.  why' 
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United  States  Department  of  the  Interior 

BUREAU  Of  LAND  MANAGEMENT 
LEWISTOWN  DISTRICT  OFFICE 

1*0  Airport  Ko«d 

lrt»ntn«n  Montana  'SMS?  ’•MU 


AUG  1  1  1967 


1600 


Lieutenant  Colonel  Peter  Welsh 

AFBCE-8KS/ DEV 

Norton  APB,  CA  92*09-6440 

Deer  Colonel  Welsh: 

Atteched  are  some  co— ente  on  the  Draft  EIS  for  the  Small 
Intercontinental  Ballistic  Missile  Program.  These  coaasnu  pertain  to 
the  mineral  materials  (aggregate  resources)  requirements  of  the  proposed 
action. 

gssponsss  or  qusstlons  on  the  comments  may  he  directed  to  >cott  Haight 
of  this  office. 


Sincerely, 

ft 


Enclosure 

ecs  Jim  Beaver  -  HSO  (930) 
Marv  Hoffer  -  LD0 
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UNITED  STATES 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
FISH  AND  WILDLIFE  SERVICE 
Pish  and  Wildlife  Enhancement 
Federal  Bldg.,  U.S.  Courthouse 
301  South  Park 
P.0.  Box  10023 
Helena,  Montana  59626 


N. 37  Small  ICBM  Program 
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August  11,  1987 


Lt.  Col.  Peter  Walsh 
AFRCE  -  BMS/DCY 

Norton  Air  Force  Base,  California 
97409-64*0 


Dear  Colonel  Walsh: 


COMIC  NTS  ON  DRAFT  EIS  RELATED  TO  DEPLOYMENT  OP  THE 
SMALL  ICBM  SYSTEM  AND  ASSOCIATED  MINERAL  MATERIAL  0EVEL0PWNT 

1.  We  assume  that  the  term  ’aggregate*'  as  used  In  the  DEIS  (particularly 
figure  4.10.2-3  and  in  table  4.10.2-1)  Includes  sand  and  gravel  used  for 
concrete  aggregate  as  well  as  road  surfacing  material  and  construction 
material.  Has  a  requirement  for  riprap  bean  determined? 

2.  During  Initial  scoping  4.3  million  tons  of  material  were  required  for  the 
project.  In  the  DC I S  only  approximately  3.0  million  tons  of  material  wera 
Identified.  What  dropped  the  requirements  by  1.3  million  tons  and  what  Is 
the  margin  of  error  on  (he  3.0  million  ton  estimate? 

3.  After  deployment  won't  there  be  an  increase  in  baseline  demand  for  road 
and  site  maintenance?  If  so  do  you  have  any  estimates? 

4.  On  page  4-234  several  assumptions  were  made  regarding  aggregate 
resources.  These  are  addressed  below: 

’Aggregate  supplied  to  a  construction  site  was  derived  from  the  closest 
existing  commercial  producer." 

Last  year  the  Air  Force  let  a  contract  to  regravel  a  alsslc  road  near 
Winifred.  The  contractor  opened  two  new  gravel  pits  on  BLM  administered  lands 
and  seven  on  private  lands.  Availability  of  materials  as  close  ae  possible 
to  the  project,  end  reducing  haulage  coets,  la  more  desirable  to  the 
contractors  and  will  be  pursued  by  them  whenever  possible. 

’...Additional  mileage  for  hauling  tht  aggregate  la  the  preferred  alternative 
to  opening  new  aggregate  pits.’ 

Does  this  mean  that  tha  Air  Force  will  take  an  active  pert  In  determining 
where  new  aggregate  pita  will  be  located  and  select  the  aggregate  sources  for 
specific  portions  of  the  project;  or  wtll  the  procurement  of  an  aggregate 
source  be  left  up  to  the  construction  contractor? 

3.  The  KM  administers  large  amounts  of  public  lands,  and  an  even  larger 
amount  of  the  mineral  estate  (which  Includes  mineral  materials)  in  the 
deployment  aren.  We  anticipate  this  pro ‘set  may  increase  our  workload  In 
the  mineral  mmtcrlala  program  during  construction  and  deploymsnt  as  well 
aa  afterwards  for  maintenance.  The  BLM  wants  to  work  closaly  with  the  Air 
Force  so  as  to  be  prepared  to  handle  the  additional  permitting  activity  aa 
smoothly  and  efficiently  as  poaslbla.  Thera  ara  three  general  ways  for 
BLM  to  provide  federally  owned  send  and  gravel  to  the  Kldgetman  project; 
these  are: 

a.  Free  Use  permits  issued  directly  to  the  Air  Force  for  the  material.  The 
contractor  could  then  only  eherge  the  Air  Force  for  processing, 
extraction,  haulage  etc.  of*  the  material  but  not  for  the  material  Itself. 

b.  Competitive  royalty  bidding  between  various  Interested  contractors  for  a 
specific  material  alte(s). 

c.  BLM  would  set  the  sale  price  of  the  material  through  appraisal  and  award 
materials  permit  to  the  successful  bidder  of  tha  Air  Force  construction 
contract. 

Plaaaa  contact  us  aa  soon  as  possible  If  you  have  any  preference  on 
processing  mineral  material  permits  associated  with  your  project. 
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This  concludes  our  comments  on  the  Statement.  Thank  you  for  the  opportunity 
to  review  the  Statement  and  for  your  continued  efforte  to  meet  our  Joint 
responsibilities  under  the  Endangered  Species  Act  as  amended. 

Sincerely, 

Wayne  C.  Brewster 
State  Supervisor 
Montana  State  Office 


cc:  0.  Flath,  MDFW&F,  Boaeman,  NT 
FWE ,  FVS.  Billings,  NT 

RAC/c lh 


We  have  reviewed  the  Drafc  Environmental  Impact  Statement  (Statement)  for  the 
Small  Intercontinental  Ballistic  Missile  Program  at  Malmatrom  Air  Force  Base, 
Montana.  We  have  previously  provided  a  concurrence  with  your  “no  adverse 
affects"  determination  for  threatened  and  endangered  species. 

We  have  new  information  regarding  endangered  bald  eagles  In  the  project  ares 
which  requires  further  Informal  consultation  with  you  regarding  potential 
Impacts  of  the  proposed  action  on  this  species.  The  Statement  refers  to 
actions  near  Cascade,  Montana,  which  may  have  Impacts  on  a  newly  established 
bald  eagle  nest  along  the  Missouri  River  in  TI8N,  RIE,  Sections  17  and  IB. 

We  request  that  you  provide  us  with  specific  information  about  locations  of 
construction  activities  in  the  area  near  launch  facility  1-7  for  our  review 
regarding  potential  construction  Impacts.  A  site  specific  management  plan  for 
this  territory  as  recommended  In  the  Montana  Bald  Eagle  Management  Plan  may  be 
necessary.  We  discussed  these  plans  In  our  letter  of  May  22,  I9B7  as  a 
possible  conservation  measure  the  Air  Force  may  wish  to  incorporate  Into 
project  plans.  Other  bald  eagle  nests  and  future  expected  eagle  territories 
In  the  missile  project  area  should  he  considered  .Is  candidates  for  site  speci¬ 
fic  management  plans  also. 

The  Statement  also  discusses  field  surveys  for  listed  species  (page  4-199). 
We  would  like  to  discuss  these  surveys  with  yon  and  establish  s  mechanism  to 
review  the  methods  and  to  coordinate  surveys  and  results  with  on-going  status 
surveys  conducted  by  various  wildlife  and  resource  agencies  In  the  project 
area.  After  receiving  Information  on  actlvltiee  in  the  1-7  launch  facility 
area,  we  may  propose  a  meeting  of  our  staffs  and  personnel  of  the  Montana 
Department  of  Fish,  Wildlife  and  Parke  to  further  discuss  these  impacts  and 
management  plane  for  eagles. 
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August  1 ,  1967 

Peter  Welsh.  Col  USAF 

Director  Envi ronmental  Planning  Division 
Department  of  the  Air  Force 
Regional  Civil  Engineer 
Ballistic  Missile  Support  (AFESC) 

Horton  Air  force  Base.  California  92409 

Dear  Colonel  Walsh: 

Again  I  wish  to  thank  you  and  your  staff  for  bolding  the  publlcj 
hearings  on  placement  end  environmental  inpact  of  the  small  I CBM  system  i 
the  central  Montane  eras.  1  greatly  apologise  that  I  could  not  be  in 
attendance  at  your  meeting  in  Lewis town  on  duly  20th.  but  other  duties  kept 
me  away.  1  hope  my  message  to  you  was  adequately  delivered  by  others. 

1  have  studied  with  greet  interest  the  Draft  Environmental  Impact 
Statement  Small  Intercontinental  Ballistic  Missile  Program  -  Malmatrom| 
Air  Force  Base.  Montana  -  United  States  Air  Force  -  June  19B7.  For  the  mi 
pert  I  find  it  a  fairly  realistic  assessment  of  the  planned  action.  1 
realise  that  it  is  relatively  general  in  nature,  and  will  need  considerable 
engineering  refinement  as  this  project  moves  forward. 

It  ia  apparent  from  the  EIS  that  the  proposed  action  will  have  a  very 
significant  long  tern  negative  aocio-eeonomic  impact  upon  the  Urban  Great 
Falls  area  (EIS  pages  S16-20).  The  Immediate ' impact  due  to  construction  la 
relatively  short  term  and  I  find  nothing  unusual  for  a  project  of  this 
Magnitude.  Consideration  of  the  impact  on  each  silo  site  is  groatly 
appreciated,  as  site  specific  conditions  detarnine  the  short  and  long  tem| 
environmental  affects  on  the  iems diets  area. 

The  only  real  criticism  that  I  have  of  the  EIS  is  in  the  considerate 
given  to  vehicular  traffic.  I  have  a  great  concern  for  the  traffic  corridorj 
connecting  Lewis town  and  Great  Falls  (US87).  snd  find  that  the  SIS  is, 
totally  inadequate  in  aasaasing  the  vehicular  traffic  basarda  that! 
undoubtedly  will  develop  when  the  system  becomes  fully  operational  1 
sure  that  the  Air  Force  is  aware  of  the  severity  of  Montana's  winter 
cliutf .  While  this  corridor  Is  rarely  closed  in  the  winter,  it  can  be  v«ry| 
treacherous.  A  greet  number  of  trips  must  be  made  to  and  from  Malmatrom  and 
specific  silo  sites  (Table  1.3. 2-1  Draft  EIS).  Many  of  the  vehicles  or| 
convoys  are  extremely  large  and  undoubtedly  will  be  slow  moving,  thus 
cresting  a  lot  of  frustration  for  civilian  travelers.  As  frustration  and| 
traffic  rises,  so  will  accidents. 


DOCUMENT  109 


The  EIS  does  address  the  transportation  problem  at  Mslmstrom  and 
through  Great  Fells  (  pace  S-19  EIS).  and  it  doesn't  look  particularly 
good  Th*  addition  of  the  W !35  and  MX  Rail  Garrison  will  only  make  ii 
worse  ihw  EIv  compMtely  ignores  the  traffic  problems  that  will  be  created 
all  along  US-8?  between  Lewistown  snd  Mslmstrom.  This  is  the  route  that  all 
Flights  A-E  and  K-0  must  eventually  funnel  their  vehicle  traffic  into.  It 
is  also  the  major  East/West  route  for  all  civilian  traffic.  The  closer  you 
get  to  Greet  Falls  the  heavier  the  traffic  becomes.  It  is  for  the  most  part 
only  two  lane  road,  and  makes  passing  extremely  haeardous.  As  delays  become 
longer  and  longer,  civilians  take  more  end  more  risks. 

Based  upon  Tabic  1.3. 2-1,  mileage  data  given  in  Appendix  A  of  the  draft 
EIS.  and  proposed  site  information  given  in  an  Air  Force  hand  out  at  the 
public  hearing.  I  estimate  that  over  1.5  million  miles  will  be  driven  by 
Air  Force  personnel  annually  to  service  the  total  Small  ICBM  System  (see 
the  attached  Tables  1  thru  7).  To  service  Flights  A-F  and  K-0.  East  of 
Mslmstrom,  alone  will  require  about  one  million  annual  miles  Not  all  of 
this  mileage  will  be  on  US87  between  Lewistown  and  Mslmstrom.  but  again  all 
traffic  will  funnel  into  this  corridor  and  place  some  burden  on  our  other 
two  lane  primary  highways  in  the  area. 

The  above  estimates  are  conservative  at  best,  as  I  have  some  doubt 
about  the  basis  for  Table  1  32-1  1  believe  I  heard  at  the  scoping 
hearings  that  tha  HMLs  and  missiles  would  be  moved  onto  a  silo  site 
separately,  because  of  proposed  road  load  bearing  capacities  If  this  is 
the  case,  more  vehicles  will  be  required  when  moving  the  HML  and  missile  to 
Malmstrom  for  annual  servicing 

In  any  case  the  EIS  is  inadequate  in  that  it  doesn't  properly  address 
ordinary  hesards  due  to  significant  traffic  moving  to  and  from  Melmstrcm. 
Ho  assessment  has  been  made  of  impact  on  the  civilian  population  snd  no 
alternatives  to  mitigate  that  impact  has  been  explored.  This  needs  to  be 
done  beforw  engineering  locks  in  on  where  service  centers  should  be  based. 

Figure  1334  clearly  indicates  that  the  Minuteman  silos  divide 
themselves  into  two  distinct  areas  (Flights  B-E.  K-0  snd  Flights  A,  F-J. 
snd  R-Q).  The  Eastern  Flights  could  be  easily  serviced  at  Lewistown,  under 
Malmstrom  commend,  and  the  Western  at  Mslmstrom.  This  would  reduce  annual 
service  miles  by  about  600.000  miles,  snd  should  greatly  reduce  accident 
potential  snd  military  transportation  coats.  If  all  factors  are  taken  Into 
account,  to  mitigate  the  impact  that  the  proposed  action  in  the  Draft  EIS 
will  have  on  Cases*-  County,  this  alternative  also  has  the  potential  in 
reducing  overall  con* truct ion  and  operational  costa  over  the  life  of  the 
Midgetman  mission 


ALTERNATE  SERVICE  CENTER  BASING 
FOR  SMALL  ICBM  SYSTEM 
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FR MIMED  ACTION 

Establish  a  branch  service  center  for  Malmatrom  mX  the  Lewistown 
Airpor’  and/or  nearby  area  to  aorvice  Flights  B-E  and  K-O.  This  nearly 
equally  divides  the  annual  service  mileage  required  to  serviem  each 
amt  in  half  and  saves  approximately  600,000  service  miles  annually 
ovar  the  Draft  EIS  proposed  action 

FLIGHTS  SERVICED  BY  MALMSTROM  AT  GREAT  FALLS  A.  Q-J.  and  P-T 


Number  of  silos 
Number  HMLs 

Number  Annuel  Service  Miles 


42 

64 

597756 


This  alternative 
one  I  would  like 
forw# rd 


ia  beyond  our  ability  to  fully  assess  locally,  but  is 
o  see  the  Air  Force  further  explore,  before  moving 


Slncegala 

P-  ■/PPvy’yP'i  j 

■^John  P  Humphrey,  Huy  or 


/^John  P  Humphrey 
Alternate  proposal  and  tables  attached 


FLIGHTS  SERVICED  BY  MALMSTROM  AT  LEWISTOWN;  B-E.  end  K-0 

Number  of  silos  56 

Number  HMLs  116 

Number  Annual  Service  Miles  309708 

LAND  ACQUISITION 

The  present  Lewistown  Airport  location  was  acquired  by  the  Army  Air 
Force  in  1942  end  served  as  a  B-17  base  until  1945  when  it  wee  deeded 
to  Fergus  County  and  Lewiatown  to  aerve  as  a  municipal  airport. 
Sufficient  land  is  available  for  housing,  service  and  training  arena  on 
th*  West  snd  of  the  property .  If  this  isn't  sufficient,  there  is  more 
adjoining  land  that  may  be  available  Airport  lend  is  under  the  control 
of  the  Lewistown.  Fergus  County  Airport  Commission 

TRANSPORTATION 

The  airport  is  bordered  on  the  North  by  US87.  There  is  ample  runways  to 
handle  reasonable  sited  aircraft  Great  Falls  ia  only  105  miles  from 
Lewistown.  which  makes  the  movement  of  email  numbers  of  personnel 
relatively  eaey  to  and  from  Malmstrom  Lewistown  is  also  serviced  by 
Burrlington  Northern  Railroad. 

LAND  USE  IMPACT 

There  should  be  little  biological,  geological,  or  cultural  long  term 
impacts  ss  the  airport  area  or  surrounding  land  ia  primarily  in 
agricultural  type  use. 

COMMUNITY  IMPACT 

Increased  population  in  the  immediate  Lewistown  area  for  the  most  pert 
would  Ik?  bui>i-f trial  in  expanding  merchant  sales  snd  civilian  Job 
'•pporlunn  lea  Exactly  hr>w  s>-Ihh>1*  and  other  government  services  would 
be  impacted  would  depond  upon  th*'  numbers  of  personnel  needed  at  the 
branch  service  base  In  any  case,  there  would  be  e  beneficial  effect  by 
having  fewer  in  Cascade  County  and  spreading  out  the  required  services^ 
to  a  larger  area.  - 


W 
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EXPLANATION  OF  TABLES  l  THROUGH  7 
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OTHER  BENEFITS 

On  top  of  housing  personnel  needed  for  the  Small  ICBM  system  around 
Lewistown,  the  Air  Force  could  also  house  Minuteman  service  personnel 
needed  for  these  same  Flights  This  would  make  present  Halmstrom 
housing  available  for  their  new  missions.  and  further  reduce 
maintenance  costs 

Making  service  mileage  less  would  not  only  reduce  the  potential  for 
vehicle  accidents.  but  also  would  reduce  fuel  requirements  Presently 
there  is  an  excess  of  oil  in  the  world  but  this  short  tern.  Fuel  prices 
are  expected  to  rise  sharply,  and  supplies  diminish  over  the  next  few 
years 

Spreading  personnel  over  a  broader  area  will  put  less  pressure  on 
regional  outdoor  recreational  resources  The  Lewistown  area  abounds 
with  ample  outdoor  activities  -  camping,  hunting.  fishing.  back 
packing,  etc 

Facility  security  would  be  improved,  as  not  all  eggs  would  be  in  one 
basket 

More  efficient  use  of  personnel,  as  Lewistown  is  centrally  located  in 
the  proposed  Flight  service  area. 

Overall  project  cost,  construction  and  operations.  will  be  greatly 
reduced 


TABLE  1 

Tl>J.  laLli  is  nothing  mi .»r«_  than  the-  nultam-  from  each  Minuteman 
silo  location  to  Malmstrom  given  in  Appendix  A  of 

DRAFT  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENT 
SMALL  INTERCONTINENTAL  BALLISTIC  HISSILE  PROGRAM 
MALMSTROM  AIR  FORCE  BASE.  MONTANA 
UNITED  STATES  AIR  FORCE  JUNE  1967 

The  body  of  the  table  shows  the  mileage  from  each  flight  silo  to 
Malmstrom  The  column  headed  LC  is  an  estimate  of  the  mileage  to 
Malmstrom  to  each  Flight's  control  center  The  exact  data  was  not 
contained  in  the  E1S.  but  could  be  estimated  from  Figure  1.3  3*4 

TABLE  2 

This  table  just  shows  the  missile  locations  recommended  under  the 
proposed  action  for  HML  placement  The  data  source  is  from 

ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  ANALYSIS  PROCESS 
PUBLIC  HEARINGS  *  JULY  1987 

handed  out  on  July  20,  1967  at  the  Air  Force  public  hearing  in 

Lewistown,  Montana. 

TABLE  3: 

This  table  shows  the  annual  mileage  driven  to  service  each  silo 
and  launch  control  center  end  is  based  upon  the  information  give 
in  appendix  A  of  the  EIS,  EIS  Figure  1.3. 3-4,  EIS  Table  1.3. 2-1, 
the  proposed  EIS.  HML  placement  Table  1.  and  the  propoaed  EIS 
action.  The  HML  convoy.  Safety  Vehicle,  Nonmilitary  Police  Petrol, 
Support  &  Maintenance  Vans,  and  Refueling  Vehicle  were  aamumed  to 
travel  round  trip  to  the  HML  <2  per  site)  The  Crew  Replacement 
Vehicles  and  Security  Vehicles  were  assumed  to  travel  round  trip 
only  to  the  LC  site  (conservative  estimate). 

Overall  to  service  all  propoaed  HML  placements  from  Malmstrom  will 
require  1,536.354  annual  service  miles.  Over  the  20  year  expected 
life  of  the  system  (EIS),  this  would  mean  about  32,000,000  service 
miles. 

TABLE  4 

Table  4  is  a  subset  of  Table  3.  It  shows  the  annual  service  miles 
from  Malmstrom  required  to  maintain  those  Flights  surrounding 
Lewistown.  These  Flights  will  require  940,598  annual  miles  or 
about  19,000,000  service  mi  lea  over  the  20  year  life  of  the 
system. 

TABLE  5 

This  table  is  an  estimate  of  the  mileage  from  each  silo  shown  in 
Table  1'  to  Lewistown  for  the  Flights  that  surround  the  Lewistown 
area  (Flights  B.  C,  D,  E,  K,  L,  M.  N  and  0),  and  are  proposed  for 
action  (Table  2) . 
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There  was  no  precise  routing  data  given  in  the  EIS,  so  it  was 
assumed  that  each  route  to  and  from  a  silo  would  intersect  one  of 
the  Primary  highways  (US  87.191  MT  80.81)  and  then  proceed  on  to 
Malmstrom  on  the  primary  system  radiating  from  Lewistown 
Corrections  were  then  made  to  the  Malmstrom  mileage  to  derive  the 
mileage  to  Lewistown.' 

Flights  0,  N  and  E  were  assumed  to  pass  through  Lewistown  on  their 
way  to  Malmstrom.  Therefore  107  miles  was  subtracted  from  the 
Malmstrom  mileage  to  get  the  distance  to  Lewistown. 

Flights  K  and  L  were  assumed  to  travel  North  to  the  intersection 
of  US  191  and  US  87  (Eddies  Corner)  and  then  West  to  Malmstrom.  To 
derive  the  Lewistown  distance  88  miles  (Great  Fells  to  Eddies 
Corner)  was  subtracted  from  Table  1  and  17  miles  added  for 
traveling  East  to  Lewistown 

Flight  D  was  assumed  to  intersect  MT81  at  Denton,  then  by  back 
roads  to  MT80.  then  intersecting  US87  at  Stanford,  and  finally 
proceeding  on  to  Malmstrom  on  US87 .  The  distance  to  Lewistown  was 
derived  from  Table  1  by  subtracting  60  miles  (Stanford  to  Great 
Falls),  then  subtracting  17  miles  (Stanford  to  Denton)  and  finally 
adding  5)  miles  (Denton  to  Lewistown). 

Flight  B  was  assumed  to  intersect  US87  at  Stanford.  The  Lewistown 
mileage  was  computed  by  subtracting  60  miles  (Great  Falls  to 
Stanford)  and  adding  45  miles  (Stanford  to  Lewistown)  from  values 
in  Table  1 

Flight  C  was  assumed  to  intercept  US87  at  Moccasin  The  Lewistown 
distance  was  computed  by  subtracting  71  miles  (Great  Falls  to 
Moccasin)  and  adding  27  miles  (moccasin  to  Lewistown)  to  the 
values  in  Table  1 

Mi  leages  to  Lewistown  for  Flight  M  weie  computed  the  same  as  for 
Flights  K  and  L.  except  for  sites  9  and  10  where  a  additional  15 
miles  was  added  for  their  being  West  of  the  US191-US87 
intersection 

This  table  contains  the  estimated  annual  service  miles  to  maintain 
the  sites  proposed  for  action  (Table  2)  for  Flights  B-E  and  K-0, 
assuming  service  is  from  a  Lewistown  maintenance  center,  under 
Mel  mstrom  command  Only  309.706  service  miles  would  be  required 

annually.  or  about  6,200,000  mile  over  the  20  year  life  of  the 

system 

This  table  shows  the  excess  mileage  driven  annually  by  using 
Malmstrom  as  the  service  and  maintenance  center,  rather  than 

Lewistown  for  Flights  B.  C,  D.  E,  K.  L,  M,  N,  and  0.  This  table  is 

the  difference  between  Table  4  and  Table  6 


In  order  to  service  these 
630,890  additional  miles 
12,800,000  additional  miles 
the  system. 


flights  from  Malmstrom  will  require 
annually,  or  an  excess  of  about 
over  the  20  year  anticipated  life  of 


TABLE  1 

MILES  -  LAUNCH  FACILITY  OR  CONTROL  CENTER  to 
SOURCE  APPENDIX  A  -  DRAFT  EIS  -  JUNE  1987 


DOCUMENT  1( 

MALMSTROM 


FLT 

LC 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

6 

9 

10 

11 

-A- 

20  0 

28.0 

56.7 

38  1 

58.0 

51  3 

45.3 

34  6 

21.7 

25  1 

28 

b- 

38.0 

71  7 

83.0 

71.0 

66  0 

56  0 

45.1 

38.9 

47  1 

56  9 

54 

-C- 

76.0 

65.5 

75.8 

77.7 

72.7 

79.3 

86.6 

7S  3 

72.9 

65.1 

58 

-D- 

90.0 

111.0 

118.0 

112.2 

104.9 

104.1 

98  0 

94.2 

90.4 

90.2 

104 

-E- 

130.0 

150.2 

140.2 

150.5 

145.0 

126  9 

120.4 

118.3 

128.9 

143.7 

147 

-F- 

55.0 

67.3 

73.9 

50.7 

52  6 

61.3 

64  5 

77  8 

82.3 

72.5 

70 

-G- 

60.0 

46.5 

42.5 

37.0 

43.3 

64.1 

61.1 

69.9 

60.5 

70.8 

55 

-H- 

42.0 

47.6 

38.2 

28.9 

33.4 

35.9 

40  3 

45.4 

44.4 

53.7 

59 

-I- 

25.0 

25.7 

46.1 

.  45.6 

38  6 

31.7 

23.5 

39.1 

37.3 

18.4 

20 

-J- 

35.0 

61.6 

35.5 

36.1 

29.8 

27.2 

20.2 

37  5 

29.4 

32  3 

38 

-K- 

125.0 

117.0 

127.8 

150.5 

143.4 

130.4 

142.9 

130.3 

146  7 

133.4 

141 

-L- 

100.0 

110.3 

110.8 

117  8 

158  0 

123.6 

109  2 

111.9 

97.6 

99  0 

92 

-M- 

85  0 

120.4 

115.0 

110.1 

99.9 

101.6 

87.0 

86.5 

78.9 

87.5 

97 

-N- 

120  0 

130.1 

135  4 

124  4 

129  1 

118  7 

117.1 

110.2 

104.9 

117.6 

124 

-0- 

135  0 

144.2 

151 . 1 

146.0 

152.0 

157.4 

144  2 

120.3 

126  7 

132.9 

138 

-P- 

80.0 

84.2 

78. 9 

72  6 

69.4 

81.5 

81.7 

74.0 

84  2 

77.2 

92 

-Q- 

80.0 

92.1 

93.8 

86.3 

75.7 

75.5 

79.4 

99  8 

93.7 

89.6 

98 

-R- 

60  0 

85.7 

72.4 

78.7 

75  5 

65  9 

72  3 

66  8 

52  5 

77.8 

79 

-s- 

60.0 

60.7 

51.1 

50.0 

78.8 

79.3 

60.9 

70  9 

57.8 

65.4 

64 

-T- 

85  0 

98  9 

94.4 

86  4 

76.4 

89  6 

84  1 

81.6 

04.1 

97.5 

90 

NOTE  NUMBERING  DOES  NOT 

CONFORM  TO  FIGURE  1 . 

3.3-4  OR  APPENDIX  A  - 

DRAFT 

EIS 

FOR  FLIGHTS  P.Q.R.S  AND  T 

LC  -  LAUNCH  CONTROL  MILEAGE  ESTIMATED  FROM  FIGURE  1. 


TABLE  2 

SITES  PROPOSED  FOR  ACTION 
SOURCE  HAND-OUT  -  DRAFT  EIS  *  JULY  1987 
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-T- 
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FIGURE  1.3. 3-4  NETWORK  OF  PUBLIC  ROADS  USED  BY  TRANSPORTER  ERECTOR-EMPLACER  VEHICLES  FOR  ACCESS  TO 
MALMSTROM  APB  MINUTEMAN  LAUNCH  FACILITIES  IN  MONTANA 
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great  falls  city-county  planning  board 

8EKVING  TH®  COUNTY  CP  CASCADE  AND  CITY  OF  GREAT  FALLS.  MONTANA 
August  U,  1987 


Lt.  Col.  Patat  Hal  ah 
AFRCE-BHS/DCV 

Mot  too  APB,  California  92409*6448 
Daar  Lt.  Col.  Walsh: 

Thank  you  for  tha  opportunity  to  ravlaw  and  to  provlda  commant*  on  tha  Draft 
to* lronaantal  Inpact  Statanant  (DEIS)  for  tha  Snail  Intarcontlnantal  Bal little 
Hlatlla  (ICBM)  at  Nalnatton  Alt  Potca  kaaa,  Montana. 


Lt.  Col.  Pa tar  Hal  ah 
Norton  APB,  California 

Paga  2 


la  eoncarnad  that  tha  DEIS  Vacka  any  apaclflc  ol  tig*  t Ion  na«autaa  which  could 
ha  Inpl  anon  tad  to  nddraaa  *baelf  leal  ly  inpactod  roadway  aatMnta.  Tha 
potantlal  nltlgatlon  aaaaur**  praaantod  on  Paga  4-136  of  i  a  LSIS  an  wary 
broad  and  gonaral . 

Tha  Board  auggaata  that  (pacifically  daf load  nltlgatlon  masaiara*  ba  prorlJad  la 
}  tha  final  amrlrooaaacal  Impact  lUuaant  to  addraaa  Idantlfiad  tt  ana  pot  tat  Ion 
lnpacta  on  tha  Oral  Pal  la  araa  atraat  ayatam.  It  la  fait  that  local  and  iuu 
aganclaa  and  connl  ttaaa  lwolvad  In  tranaportatlon  pi  analog  for  tba  Grant  Pal  la 
•  raa  can  work  with  tha  Dapartnant  of  Dofanaa  In  naahln.  currant  projacta  iu 
lnprovananta  propoaad  for  tha  Graat  Falla  araa  with  ttoac  tranaportatlon 
•aa auras  and  Inproranaata  n««dnd  to  nltigato  tha  lnpacta  of  tha  ICBM  Program. 

A  bat  tar  aadaratandlng  of  tho  apaclflc  typa  of  Inproranaot  that  would  ba  na«dad 
oo  roadway*  Impacted  by  tha  prograa  would  significantly  aid  In  thla  affort. 

If  ycu  hawa  any  gwaatlona,  plaaaa  ad*l*«. 


In  raaponaa  to  tha  Dapartmant  of  tha  Air  Porca  raquaat,  tha  Graat  Palla  City 
County  Planning  Board  harain  prow  Ida*  tha  following  obaarva  tlona  and  caamnt*. 

Tha  Board  concantratad  lta  raw  1  aw  of  tha  ogis  to  choaa  a«rt roimwntal  aianant# 
which  tha  Board  1*  althar  dlractly  or  lndlractly  iwolwod,  prlnarlly  aconanlc 
baaa,  danographtea,  tranaportatlon,  and  land  usa. 

In  ganaral ,  tha  Board  la  In  agraaawnt  with  tha  Inpact  aval  nation  praaantad  In 
tha  DEIS  which  racognlsua  that  low  to  nodarata  lnpacta,  *a  wall  aa  banafletal 
af facta,  ara  antlclpatad  for  acooomlc  baaa,  danographtea,  and  land  uaa  alananta 
during  both  tha  cona traction  and  operation  phaaaa  of  tha  ICBM  Prograa. 

Of  tha  four  anrlroonantal  alananta  rawtawad,  lt  appaara  tha  noat  algolflcant 
lnpacta  will  ba  on  tha  tranaportatlon  ays  ten  for  tha  Graat  Phi  la  araa.  Tha 
DEIS  acknowledge  a  that  Inwala  of  sort  lea  on  several  roadway  aagsnnta  will  ba 
Inpactod  due  to  additional  vehicle  trlpa  during  peak  periods  by  prograa 
personnel  residing  off-base.  Tha  degree  of  lnpact  would  depend  on  tho  housing 
option  aalactad.  Aaaunlng  tha  Propoaad  Aetlon  with  Honalag  Option  H2  wart 
selected,  level  of  service  reduction*  would  ba  aaparlancad  on  several  roadway 
segue  at*.  Including  11th  Street  North,  River  Drive,  2nd  Avenue  North,  57th 
Street  South,  and  10th  Avenue  South. 

I  It  clearly  appaara  that  an  a*  tensive  analysis  was  conducted  to  determine  lawai 
of  eervlce  Lnpacta  on  tha  Graat  Palla  araa  atraat  ayataa.  However,  tha  Board 


{  ^7*  1 


Thonaa  R.  Dluka 


Ptesldent,  Planning  Board 


CIVIC  CENTER  PO  BCK  502 J . GREAT  FA  L  LS.  MT  5»403  5021  (406)727-5881 
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August  18,  1987 

Dear  Lieutenant  Colonel  Malsh, 


CATHERINE  E.  WILKERSON.  M  D. 

BOO  W  Platinum 
But  la.  Montana  3*701 

(SOM  7*2- Maa 


I  am  writing  to  express  my  serious  concern  as  a  citlien  of  Montana  about  the  proposed 
missile  sites.  I  attended  and  spoke  at  the  hearing  held  In  Helena,  and  1  am  so  upset 
at  the  Idea  of  these  missile  sites  being  allowed  to  be  constructed  In  Montana.  I  have 
read  quite  a  bit  of  the  information  as  well  as  looked  at  the  maps  for  their  locations, 
and  I  am  flabergasted  at  the  enormous  Impact  that  this  project  would  have  on  Montana. 

I  know  that  you  in  the  military  are  totally  bent  on  doing  It,  and  this  letter  probably 
won’t  make  any  difference  at  all.  But  I  think  it  Is  only  fair  that  you  step  out  of 
your  warfare  attitude  if  only  for  a  minute,  and  listen  to  the  people  of  Montana  who 
are  pleading  with  you  In  their  various  ways,  albeit  same  of  those  attitudes  probably 
sound  har$h,  and  angry.  This  anger  is  only  a  product  of  our  awareness  of  the  impacts 
It  will  have,  and  anger  comes  out  of  fear  saddness  and  love  for  our  state. 

I  can  not  understand  why  this  has  to  even  be  considered  when  Montanans  live  here  because 
of  the  beauty  and  spaceousness  that  we  have  and  cherish.  I  know  that  it  Is  considered 
because  of  the  population  ratio,  person  to  square  mileage  being  so  low.  But  that  is 
all  the  more  reason  to  save  some  country  like  this,  also  for  others  in  America,  who  are 
coming  here  more  and  more  to  our  beautiful  Montana.  I  appreciated  the  chance  to  talk  for 
a  couple  of  minutes  at  the  hearing. . .and  it  did  feel  quite  humbling  to  be  on  a  microphone 
for  the  first  time  In  my  life,  begging  for  you  to  not  put  the  missiles  In  Montana.  And 
that  is  what  1  am  dolr.g  now,  begging.  There  are  many  of  us  who  live  in  Montana  who  love 
It  here  with  all  of  our  hearts.  If  you  have  felt  that  way  about  certain  things  in  your 
life,  than  maybe  you  too,  have  been  reduced  to  begqinq  to  try  and  save  something  that  you 
love. 

1  have  watched  just  various  small  construction,  highway,  etc.  jobs  being  done  all  of  my 
life  and  after  what  1  have  read  and  seen  at  the  hearing,  l  know  that  the  Impacts  from  f 

this  project  will  be  enormous,  maybe  not  to  the  eyes  of  the  military,  but  to  the  eyes  of 
Montanans,  they  will  be. 

The  fact  It  will  also  make  us  probably  the  *1  target  in  the  event  of  an  attack,  is  also 
something  which  many  of  us  are  so  afraid  of.  I’m  sure  we  will  be  understood  on  that 
point.  No  one  wants  to  die  unnecessarily. 

When  a  person  asks  for  an  nplnlon  or  comment  they  generally  would  like  an  alternative, 
and  I  see  the  best  alternative  as  to  not  put  these  missiles  anywhere,  but  especially  not 
In  Montana. 

I  beq  you  to  please  recons  'ier  your  plans,  on  behalf  of  myself,  and  all  of  my  friends  in 
Montana,  who  may  not  have  all  written,  but  are  sickened  and  scamd  at  what  it  Is  that  you 
are  proposing  to  do. 

Thank  you. 

Sincerely, 


Gnttchen  urs/um 
813  9th  Avenue 
Helena.  MT  59601 


August  70,  19*7 


Lt.  Cot.  Pete a  Walsh 
AfKCE  -  8MS/VEV 
Holton  AFB,  Coft^ornta 

Of  one/  Slats  h  .- 

The  Via  ft  Envoio  mien  tat  Impact  Statement  $ur  The  Smalt  Intercontinental  Baltic  tic 
Uissite  at  HalmiOum  AF8,  Montana,  is  <n  need  o$  revision  or  expansion  with 
regard  to  the  following  issues: 

l.  There  <4  no  analyse*  o<  the  ejecta  o$  a  nucieax  exchange  on  the  state  of 

Montana,  the  United  States  and  the  world.  The  CIS  <a  requeued  to  etam<ne  the 
"ix-fentiof  environmental  impacts  of  proposed  deployment  and  peacetime 
J  .'pfafson  the  Smatt  ICBM."  Council  on  Environmental  Qualtty  regulations 

n’guvie  an  analysis  of  at/  "xtasonably  foxseeabte"  significant  adverse 
impacts  on  the  human  environment,  including  "impact*  which  have  cata*frophic 
consequence ,  even  ij  their  probability  o<(  occurrence  is  lev.” 

because  the  Smatt  ICBM  is  a  highly  accurate  missile  with  the  capacity  to 
destroy  hardened  miftfary  target*  within  the  S.x-ief  Union.  the  cdditif-n  c><( 

'00  iuch  counter^ or ce  weapon*  increase*  the  rt*fe  of  launch  on  warn*  >:g.  iho 
re*uftant  increased  xetianee  on  computers,  coupled  with  the  urgenco  V1' 
human  decc* ion-making  during  period*  of  stress,  makes  the  threat  .»<  an  jcrtdfrtaf 
launch  more  likely. 

^uch  a  catastrophic  accident  could  originate  ^rom  a  nuefear  weapons  install¬ 
ation  in  either  the  U.S.  or  (he  U.S.S.ft.  fven  if  the  CIS  is  accurate  <n 
stating  that  an  accidental  launch  o^  Midgefman  <*  <mpo**.6fe.  the  men?  existence 
—  o$  these  weapons  reduce*  the  fxagife  margin  of  error  jfa*at«ng  us  tr.w> 

i  nuclear  annihilation. 

Midgetman' s  capability  rf  destroying  Soviet  missiles  m  their  sii.s  a*  wet «' 
as  ctmmand  and  contxot  facilities  wilt  increase  the  threat  ol  Soviet  launch 
on  naming.  Given  more  Soviet  ICSM’s  targeted  on  Montana  m  a  taunch  on 
earning  mode,  >houtd  the  Sin  ief*  erroneouify  defect  a  threat  by  the  U.S..  or 
should  an  unai,  .‘ion ,-ed  Paunch  or  *enou»  c<«pufer  error  occur  by  either  Mde 
af  one  i><5  thousand*  o<  theater,  tactamat  or  strategic  nuci'ear  lecapons 
ins  tat  tat  ions  ^  An  »*«*•./«.»*_>  .» t. . l  ,  ,  .  ia  r>,\  ... 

Fur  therm,  >re,  the  IIS  shmtfd  anatyre  the  p.-sMbifitu  of  a  “(real"  def 
re*i*ffing  <rom  mufftpfe  error*  or  ma/^unc  fions .  To  dismiss  these  j.  •  s*  •  bi  i'<  ties  ^ 
ignores  the  tenons  teamed  (r.-m  other  catas trophies  •o,i*med  virtu, wm 
i*n>o**ibfe  prior  to  fhecr  occurrence,  &uch  a*  the  t MI  nurfe.ir  rea.  to-  .rc-  ident.  ^ 

N 
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tt*  Cfoiffeiujer  «xpfo*x>«,  and  The  Chernobyl  meltdown. 

I  The  risk  human  error,  which  account*  {or  moit  major  weapon*  and  space 
vehicle  {ac turn,  c*  dc*ni**ed  <«  one  paragraph  «{  the  enf<re  EIS,  section 
5.1  :  the  Personnel  Reliability  Program.  Oehlciencieb  <n  the  PKP 

are  addressed  I»T^eC[c?~tir-?R?-a7Zttclie7anats444  ty  Henbent  Ahum*,  M.D. 

The  e{{ecls  o{  nuclear  exchange  ore  a  uoltd  ore  -  c{  concein  {or  the  EIS  to 
auJres*,  because  no  mailer  hew  unlxkety,  «l  t*  not  twpo*4<.ble. 

The  ex»lo*<.ue  power  which  mould  be  aimed  at  Montana  would  be  at  leaAt  400 
wegalou,  eguxoalenl  to  50,000  Kinoihuna  bombs,  pnubably  many  wore. 

According  to  the  latest  * eporl  by  FEMA,  ejects  on  Montana  o{  eoen  a 
limited  nuci^yt  ^jchange  would  be  caia* fiophic .  This  could  occur  in  the 
absence  oiluuvtcdMAAtiUal  nucleon  wo*. 

Looking  at  Cascade  County  Oulane,  its'  *1,000  men,  women  and  children  would  be 
sub/ecfed  to  na**ioe  explosion*,  ovenpiessunes  greater  than  10  PS1 ,  and 
wind*  oif  oven  600  mile*  an  hour.  Such  blast*  produce  luptuAtd  lung*,  *kull 
{ractureA,  laceration*,  hemorrhage  and  other  lethal  injuries,  hundred* 
would  be  instantly  oaporlied  by  temperature*  hotter  than  the  *un.  Many 
thousands  would  1  .*{er  fhtAd  degree  burns  jro*  *uper<ires  which  would  ensue. 
Tho*e  in  shelters  would  be  abphyxcated  or  incinerated. 

Radiation  would  exceed  IS, 000  R  and  would  extend  in  pitwes  {or  hundreds  o{ 
miles,  forcing  millions  o{  dowrwinders  into  shelters,  subjected  to  severe 
health  risks,  including  epidemics  o{  diseases  not  normally  {aced.  Shelter 
<  (habitants  would  be  susceptible  to  such  devastating  diseases  as  plague, 
dgsscnterg  and  tuberculosis .  fimunitg  would  be  impaired  and  medical  care 
would  be  largely  inaccessible. 

Those  who  survive  initial  blast  and  thermal  ejects  will  die  over  a  jew  dags 
or  weeks  o{  radiation  sickness,  and  the  lingering  ejects  o{  blast  and  bum 
injuries . 

There  would  be  tens  o{  thousands  o{  dead  or  injured  people,  raging  {Ire*  and 
lethal  radiation.  There  would  be  no  medical  help,  not  even  pom  killers  and 
(xirtda  ,,  no  water,  {ood,  pcwer  or  heat. 

It  is  unlikely  that  ongone  m  Cascade  County  would  survive.  The  same  would 
be  true  {or  over  901  o{  Montana's  residents. 

Cascade  County  would  remain  uninhabitable  {or  decades,  perhaps  centuries, 
with  irreversable  ejects  on  the  ecosgstem.  From  Such  an  exchange,  long  term 
climatological  ejects  would  impact  the  entire  planet,  with  resultant  wide¬ 
spread  famine,  cancer  and  genetic  damage. 

These  are  the  ultimate  envoionmental  ejects  o{  nuclear  weapons.  Theg 
cannot  and  must  not  be  overlooked  when  assessing  the  envircrwental  impact 
oh  Midgetman.  The  verg  {ad  that  this  cataitnopht  could  occur  during 
"normal  peacetime  operation*"  is  the  source  o{  our  peril. 
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II.  The  CIS  does  not  address  the  exhorbitont  cost  oh  Midgetman  and  its  ejects 
on  Montana  taxpagers.  With  a  pncetog  appioadung  $S0  billion,  it  i* 
imperative  that  Montanans  be  informed  o{  the  cost  in  taxes  over  the  duration 
oh  this  project. 


CO**-—  C-V^4 


#0 
M  O 


Catherine  Milkers on,  M.p. 

Mill  tom  M.  Milkers  on.  M.P. 

Phgsician*  {or  Social  Responsibility 
1039  M.  Platinum 
Butte.  MT  59701 


CM/  dp 


Article  entitled  "Source*  of  Human  Instability  in  the  Handling 
of  Nuclear  Weapons"  by  Herbert  L.  Abrams,  M.D.,  Stanford 
University  was  submitted  with  this  letter. 
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FUBUC  HEMIIMG  COMHEHT  SHEET  * 

Small  1C8M  Program 
Melmstrom  Air  Pore*  Base,  Montana 

Hearing  Location  Date 

'jXtncat- s _ __ _ 

Or,.nl„tta..  (l  CL*~*r  TjnCe*alwr*. _ 

M.ufnff  Pa  *gn<  \oU> 


,  mt  zatoy 


Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 

Public  Designated  Representative  Private 

Official _  of  Private  Organization _ _  Citizen 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing. 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments. 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement.  ✓  / 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS.  _ Draft  tX'Tinal 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 


Air  Pore*  Policy 
System  Requirements 
Employment 
Housing 
Education 
Public  Services 
Public  Finance 
^Utilities 
Transportation 
Land  Use 

Other  (please  specify)  _ 


_  Recreation 

_  Visual  Re: 

_  Cultural  Resources 

Native  American  Resources 
'  4-*-*' Biological  Resources 

_ _  Air  Quality 

_ Noise 

_ Water  Resources 

__  Geology  end  Soils 
«— -“Safety 


Additional  Comments*  Finally _  _ 

tlon  that  "...concern  by  natural  rawourca  mmwi 
”■ botharadto" 


_  _  _ _  _  _  _  _  _ m  _  ao  axpseted 

to  ba  low” s ’ay  qua* tlon' la,  hava  you  botharad  to  ask  uimm  imfiraf 
imavrStttloB  fc.8.5.  I  MOOT IpfFWIiW  a  T5RKRIR  eiMmAlTon  of 
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A  aajor  concern  which  I  hava, which  aa a  dreuaventod  In  tha  public 

h taring  In  Hal 


itMai/la  that  aa 


_ _ _ _  to  aotprltf  .te_a  243.QOQ,  wait  oa  tha^  roada 

of  Montana  during  a  bllasard.  hlagt  lea  on  tha  hlghya. 


_  _ _ _ _  _  .  — _ _ _  .  ipriag^raahnp 

ofl road  surfacasT  whan  g^aval  roads  do  not  racaive  ainiana  nacaaaary 
maintaining,  atc.t  »tc«  RO«a  oi  ia4t¥  thlhfd  Mara  addrdMMad  in  ~tha 

1 1 mi  tad  number  of  acanmrloa  advanced .  and  I  aa  aura  thara  ara  aach  more 

highly  probable  accident  atatlatlca  for  a  ranch  wife  with  2  kida  in 
a  track  being  aaaarad  ovar  the  landscape  by  tha  tree  tor/1  nan  char 

a—m  ♦*»**  For  laahaga  ft f  liquid  pmommllamt  from  ma  air- 

craft  colllaioa  with  tha  aaaa  irnlt.  T  aa  convinced  that  the  dir  force 

does  not  care  for  tha  average  individual  driving  * on tana* a  bach  roada. 

It  la  ay  paraoaal  axparianca  on  Labor  Pay  aaahana  of  mt  the 
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recreational  facility  locatad  on  5t.  Ka^l  Lakd  IRF  01V««P  At. 

"la  hava  avcklad  too  long  at  tha  bitter,  nnaatlafying  nuclear  breeat.** 
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Please  turn  In  this  sheet  aa  requested  by  the  hearing  officer- 

written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Pinai  EIS.  You  may  us*  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format:  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  Auguat  SI,  1907  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below. 

Between  the  test  under  Section  k.8.2  and  the  information  of  Figure 
quratl*n*l*pacte  *  ^^u^ic'^^pilta^wniia^n^^rigura^r*  cnarx  ^ 

th*t  thVr#  niL.ba' ntgUgibli^pMfiiL---9lLJB>M.  lihtsd 

that  a_total_of  187  acre*  of  big  game  aavara  wintering  habitat  will  ba 
paraaaahtly  remove?;  T  aubclt  that  raaovalQ f  any  amount  ia~unaccaptabla. 


DATA  REQUIRED  BY  THE  PRIVACY  ACT  OP  1974 
(S  U.S.C  55Ja) 


55557s,  557b,  597,  799a 


Authority 
33  U.S.C 

Principal  Purpose 

Information  is  used  to  compile  mailing  Hats  for  sending  brochuraa  and  other  data 
concerning  the  project  to  those  who  might  be  interested. 

Routine  Uses 

A.  Information  ia  forwarded  to  Federal,  State,  and  local  agencies,  and  Congressman. 

B.  Information  is  used  to  compile  mailing  lists  foe  other  projects  in  which  the  person 
supplying  the  information  might  have  an  Interest. 

C.  Information  is  compiled  in  a  Record  of  Public  Meeting  and  made  available  to  the  public. 

D.  Names  of  people  and  their  comments  dering  the  public  meeting  are  published  in  project 


Mandatory  or  Voluntary  Disclosure  and  Effect  on  Individual  Not  Providing  Information 

Voluntary  -  Failure  to  provide  the  Information  requested  could  result  Hi  failure  to  receive 
brochures  and  notification  of  further  developments. 


Director  of  Environmental  Planning 
APRCE-BMS/OEV 

Norton  Air  force  Bate,  California  93409-0441 


Statement^)  Attached 
Yes  No 


•Filling  out  this  form  is  not  required,  but  it  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  those  who  have  completed  and  turned  In  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation 


EV2-1/114 


DOCUMENT  115 


PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  * 

Small  ICBM  Program 
Malmsirom  Air  Force  Base,  Mi  tana 

Hearing  Location  ^  4X7  Rate  7'  *  5  <*  ^ 

Namei  v*  t  A.\*  .  -  -  . 

Organization! 

Mailing  AMrmi  iil'i  t$k*  f* 

M.  T/iflf*  .  .A  UJLii"- .. 

Check  the  appropriate  participant  category! 


Public 

Official 


Designated  Rep  tentative 
of  Private  Organization 


Private 

Citizen 


Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  •  Question  during  tha  hearing. 

Check  here  If  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments. 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement. 

Check  here  If  you  wish  to  receive  an  £18.  Draft 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply)) 

Air  Force  Policy 
System  ReQuirements 
Employment 
Housing 

. Education 

'  ublic  Services 
Public  Finance 
Utilities 
TrmnsportaC  ■» 

I  mad  Use 

Other  (please  specify) 

Please  turn  in  this  sheet  as  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparstlon  of  the  Final  EI5.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  beiow  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  In  s  letter  or  other  format!  how 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  Augus’  *1,  IW»'  and  mailed  to  the 


R -creation 

Visual  Resources 

Cultural  Resources 

Native  American  Resources 

Biological  Resources 

Air  Quality 

Noise 

Water  Resources 
Geology  and  Soils 
Safety 
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Director  of  Environmental  Planning 
AFRCE  8MS/DF.V 

Norton  Air  force  Rase,  '’ebfornia  92409-8449 


*'  ■ef.wuf"1  4++k-) 

Statement(s)  Attached 
Yes  No 


"Filling  out  tms  form  is  not  required,  it  it  Is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  thoae  who  have  completed  and  turned  In  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  ror  vour  cooperation. 


DOCUMENT  116 


Hearing  location 


PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  " 
Small  ICBM  Program 
Malmsirom  Air  Force  Base.  Montana 

/^'T>at  ^ 


My 


DOCUMENT  115 


DATA  REQUIRED  BY  THE  PRIVACY  ACT  OF  1974 
<5  U.S.C  SSJa) 


SSSS7a,  5S7b,  S97.  709a 


Authority 

S3  U.S.C 

Principal 

Information  is  used  to  compile  mailing  lists  for  sending  brochures  and  other  data 
concerning  the  project  to  those  who  might  be  interested. 

Routine  Uses 

A.  Information  is  forwarded  to  Federal,  St.  e,  and  local  agencies,  and  Congressmen. 

B  Information  is  used  to  compile  maili  g  lists  for  othtr  protects  in  which  the  person 
supplying  the  information  might  have  an  interest. 

C.  Information  is  compiled  in  a  Record  of  Public  Meeting  and  made  available  to  the  public. 

D.  Names  of  peop.r  and  their  comments  during  the  public  meeting  are  published  in  project 
reports. 

Mandatory  or  Voluntary  Disclosure  and  Effect  on  Individual  Not  Providing  Information 

Voluntary  -  Failure  to  provide  the  information  requested  could  result  in  failure  to  receive 
brochures  and  notification  of  further  developments. 


DOCUMENT  116 


/vT;  '■  <v  /  /fV.  4 

ypif^rr r. 


Check  the  appropriate  participant  category! 


>.5VvT 


Public 

Official 


Desigrsted  Representative 
of  Private  Organization 


Private 

Citizen 


Check  Iwre  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing. 
Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments. 

Check  here  if  you  srish  to  submit  •  written  statement, 
Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EI8.  Draft 

Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply* 


Air  Force  Policy 

System  Requirements 

Employment 

Hoe*  ng 

Education 

Public  Services 

Public  Finance 

Utilities 

Transportation 

Land  Use 

Other  (please  specify) 


Recreation 

Visual  Resources 

Cultural  Resources 

Native  American  Resources 

Biological  Resources 

Air  Quality 

Noise 

Water  Resources 
Geology  and  Soils 
Safetv 


Please  turn  In  this  sheet  as  requested  hy  the  hearing  officer. 

Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparstlon  of  the  Final  F.18.  You  may  use  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  belost  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  oiher  format;  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21.  1997  and  mailed  to  the 
address  below.  _  —r-f  , 
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Mall  to:  Director  of  Environmental  planning  StstemsnKs)  Attached 

AFRCF.  BMVOEV  Yes  No 

Norton  Air  Force  Base,  California  91409  *449 
"Filling  out  this  form  Is  not  required,  hut  (t  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  thc»e  who  have  completed  and  turned  in  comment  sheets  before  recognising 
persons  who  did  cot .  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 
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DATA  REQUIRED  BY  THE  PRIVACY  ACT  OF  1974 
(S  U.S.C  517s) 

1.  Authority 

33  U.JLC  55557a,  557b,  597.  799a 

2.  Principal  Purpoae 

Information  Is  used  to  compile  mailing  Hats  for  tending  brochures  and  other  data 
concerning  the  project  to  thoae  who  might  be  Interested. 

3.  Routine  Uses 

A.  Information  la  forwarded  to  Federal.  Slate,  and  local  agencies,  and  Congressmen. 

B.  Information  is  uaed  to  compile  mailing  Hats  for  other  projects  in  which  the  person 
supplying  the  information  might  have  an  Inte  eat. 

C.  Information  is  e»«v.led  to  a  .record  of  Public  Meeting  end  made  available  to  the  public. 

D.  Names  of  people  and  their  comments  during  the  public  meeting  sre  published  in  project 
reports. 

4.  Mandatory  oe  Voluntary  Disclosure  and  Effect  on  Indtvtowl  Hot  Providing  Informs  lion 

Volantary  -  Failure  to  provide  the  Information  requested  could  -esult  In  failure  to  receive 
brochuraa  and  notification  of  further  developments. 


EV2-1/1  IS 


DOCUMENT  117 


DOCUMENT  118 


PUBLIC  HEARING  COMMENT  SHEET  * 
Small  ICBM  Program 
Malm atrom  Air  Force  Base,  Montana 


Organisation:  _ 

Mailing  Address: 


Check  the  appropriate  participant  category: 


public  Designated  Representative 

Official _  of  Private  Organization _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  ask  a  question  during  the  hearing. 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comments.  _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  submit  a  written  statement.  _ 

Check  here  if  you  wish  to  receive  an  EIS.  _ _  Draft 


Private 

Citizen 


JL_ 


Final 


Area  of  question  or  comment  (check  all  that  apply): 
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Air  Force  Policy 

System  Requirements 

Employment 

Housing 

Education 

Public  Services 

Public  Finance 

Utilities 

Transportation 

Land  Use 

Other  (please  specify) 


Recreation 

Visual  Resources 

Cultural  Resources 

Native  American  Resources 

Biological  Resources 

Air  Quality 

Noise 

Water  Resources 
Geology  and  Soils 
Safety 


Please  turn  in  this  sheet  u  requested  by  the  hearing  officer. 


Written  comments  will  be  considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  EIS.  You  may  ust  this 
sheet  to  submit  written  comments  either  in  the  space  provided  below  or  in  an  attached 
statement.  Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted  in  a  letter  or  other  format!  how¬ 
ever,  comments  must  be  submitted  no  later  than  August  21,  198?  and  mailed  to  the 
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Mail  to:  Director  of  Environmental  Planning  Statemant(s)  Attached 

AFRCE-BMS/DEV  _  Yes  _ No 

Norton  Air  Force  Base.  California  92409-8448 
'Filling  out  this  form  is  not  required,  but  it  is  recommended.  The  hearing  officer  will 
call  on  thoae  who  have  completed  and  turned  In  comment  sheets  before  recognizing 
persons  who  did  not.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 
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Lt.  Col.  Peter  Weleh 
August  19,  1987 
Pag*  2 
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August  19.  1987 


Lt.  Col.  Peter  Walsh 

ATRCS-im/DCV 

Horton  APB.  CA  92809-6448 

D*ar  Lt.  Col.  Walah: 

Th*  Montana  Power  Company  (MFC)  appreciates  tha  opportunity 
to  count  on  tho  Draft  Environmental  lap  act  statament  (OCXS) 
for  tha  Mall  Intarcontinantal  Balliatlc  Missile  Project  at 
Malaatroai  Air  Porca  Baaa,  Montana. 

Wa  wlah  to  Mka  tha  following  coaaonta,  which  ara  baaad  upon 
tha  aaauaption  that  tha  existing  Mi nu tee an  aiaaila*  and  tha 
propoaad  Migetman  aiaaila*  will  b*  aiaultanaoualy  atagad  at 
tha  axiating  launch  facilitiaa. 

Paga  3-51  •  Pigvr*  3, 2. 3-2,  Electric  Utility  service  Area*  in 
tha  ftagion  of  Influence 

Pigure  3. 2. 3-2  incorrectly  depicts  th*  service  *ieaa  within 
tho  region  of  influence.  MFC's  service  area  includes 
portions  of  Plights  P,  0,  H  and  T-  The  corrected  MFC  service 
areas  are  depicted  in  red  on  the  revised  figure  (attached). 

In  addition  to  these  changes,  the  service  area  for  th*  Sun 
Fiver  Electric  Cooperative  has  been  revised  on  the  attached 
figure  to  show  its  current  southernmost  boundary. 

Page  4-100  -  section  4. 2. 2. 4,  Energy  Utilities 

This  section  does  not  address  th*  iapact  on  MFC  for  the 
increased  load  at  the  launch  facilities  separately  from  the 
increased  load  at  Mains trem  Air  force  8as*.  Thus,  it  is 
difficult  to  deter* in#  th*  independent  load  additions  at  the 
launch  facilities  versus  those  at  Haleatroe.  Additionally, 
th*  Proposed  Action  sppesrs  to  iapact  approximately  46  launch 
facilities  serviced  by  MFC;  this  would  be  about  4.6  MW  of 
load,  which  could  have  a  considerable  iapact  on  the 
distribution  network  serving  the  launch  facilitiaa. 


Page  4-107  -  Section  4. 2. 3. 4.  Energy  Utilities 

This  section  addressee  the  coabined  Malmetrem  and  launch 
facility  loads  as  does  Section  4. 2. 2. 4.  The  paragraphs  for 
Alternatives  1  and  2  provide  total  load  increase*  for  MFC, 
whereas  th*  paragraph  for  Alternative  3  does  not.  Th* 
Proposed  Action  end  the  three  Alternative#  depict  different 
scenario*  of  deployed  missiles  and  housing  options  which  can 
greatly  influence  the  total  load  for  MFC. 

Thank  you  for  th*  opportunity  to  ivrant  on  th*  DEIS. 


lines  rely) 

3.  M.  Spragde,  I 


Environmental  Department 


\ M 


'SwvfBJ’S'' 


E-118 


Evi-i/m 


DOCUMENT  122 


DOCUMENT  122 


I*.  If  T7 


T^lt  W».|iw.  i^Um^TaI  4  ~*j  ***( 

«.+  ■(♦*.  S»»ll  TC6K  C'**  £(<  /Uu-(t i 

t»U  r«  +4^-.,  Jil>3  If,  M/7.  0~  ■*• 

Ki+^tllWi  *.+  >4*  kttrf.^  IT  w«j  uf  tMt  4  £»  UU, 
/»■*»'*  CwaJ-f>l»J  <«tj  tfc.  &»r.  fcis  tvo 

'**^“*4*-  ■*»  &r'i»«t  Uj  7<t  A.-,  Jirtt.  t» 

O^v'Jltv  At  4irin.M.hl  ImiaH  U  K 


\f*cH  f.  kt.t.1-  #.  At 


wui«.  «~j.  tA  At  s~a< 

Alt  #t A •  t »  a.  trrilk.  iui'^L  ^suhmmf  ■[-  . 


£■*■  i  *  A-.t  tf  («..+■  +vj6  cruet./  t-.t/ —  tf 

>~f *u*»  •*  T^t  f^jic*  Kwt  M+  U>  tiiUitiJ  f.  At  £)(»■<+ 
£li,  »-JL  f*tf  SrxIt-ftiluJT.  k»»  *•+  ft  r+ti  i*J  -ft*.  itockfeoc 
toifOpWMUe  -fo  ft*  tofotofti.  ftp^re.'l*/  of-H*  pflgjoettlj  tic 
&M*»****V  C^****,#^-  «*oit  e-rpefttotkj  Hep*kl»e. 


X  LWe  He  jy»v,-i.'*Ai  irt  He  Alkwl  £,v;~-,tA^4%l 
Act  We  *•+-  w*  toeptwl  w.H.  h*.  £  f$, 

a/c.-PcA^  Title  mx;  i*ot,'et  «mx6-Xf-)W  «m£XF) 

kjt.'ci  - 

**  T©  H*&-lU*t  CKfextAftXl/ik.  ^  AUKUli  of 
Peie»*J  (S*vt/A**~f  He(( 

(O  toctofe  U  f<U«  O*  r^*^t  #n 

pr»f*»*U  O+W  MMK  £*J+rJ  Oefc'**S 

iV.fita-Kj  cffuX^  H*,  4JAa(.'1aj  »f  He  fuiMM  «•»/.' 
ft ftctoiTof  atoH-e-tf  k^Hc  re/pevitoW.  ofl't  i* (  •*. 

IfH.  OxvN^ttextAl  (,  |)**t  of  He  pr«p«fc*f 
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F^lU/#*|U  Cam.  of  *4-  -Ha  It ^  u.  lA^./it4t»yrr 
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He  Scope  He^LlS  H  peete-Cef  eotuie  df  He  reject 
*t.  C?  o  cleer  Het  e/exj  xoext 


(M 

> 

W 


DOCUMENT  122 


DOCUMENT  i: 


M<Uie  e  ^*H.'le^  dloW*-t  ah^  oiwerte  dev;/#Ame*H| 
efCut*.  Wluft  CoA^Hti*  o*^  (-*4*1^  op p| .'«.«* >'*vu  »f 

/VfcM  4ta<v.  4»<M.  pk»t*i  of  p^jecH  aAIccKa^  He 

jetk  imlImi' •«  He  One  fKc  S«eU  IT^  6M  f(Wftwj|«j 
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#x  rct««*f<*»j(etw«  #1 H*  ♦  &-*»i .j*.4«y 
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■fto.  S*v*H  ‘Ci.flfA  exi.  e*wj  ofveMe  effetto  <>  /v«rlt  A*ve 
tto  wvtiw'4e  AkU.Wer  d<'toe44o»4.  CvaHI*/^  J^M-cHoa. 

<>>CP)  rt^*;*e>  opp««^.*to  «xpp*-.r  »l  u;4<a*v** 

to  /xo*ie;je  iVto-u^f-i Q«p»rA +•*»»%_  *'a 

ft»i  pMwfteto/^  ft  Ju.4.(‘te  Htl  tw*<lA 
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Usitod  8t»tM  DopartHBont  of  tiio  Interior 
BUKKAU  OP  ItGLAMATIOM 
MUmrl  Itiit  ItfUt 
>  0.  In  1IM< 

Silltega,  Hmuh  Hltl-tHI 


Lt.  Col.  Peter  Walsh 
met- IKS /HV 

Morton  AT*.  CA  «*»-***« 

Dear  Colonel  Walsh' 

Ai  rt«M<C«4,  m  him  NTtiM^  TMr  Drift  Environmental  I upset  ftittant  (MIS) 
(or  the  Saull  latercontlnantel  Ballistic  Missile  (HIM)  at  Milattraa  Air  Fore* 
Bata,  Montana. 

Our  review  shows  that  tha  proposed  aitaaila  dap toy  as  at  area  northwest  of 
Craat  Falla  includes  tha  aroa  one  caps* sad  by  tha  Baraaa  of  kec l  suet Loo ' • 

Sun  River  Projact-  Thla  Pro Joe t  la  cocoas  4  of  tha  Greenfields  and  Fort  Straw 
Irritation  Dlatrlcta.  It  1*  likely  that  4*v*lofatat  end  operation  of  year 
proposal  could  affect  thla  Projact-  Although  vo  know  chat  existing  atMtaaaa 
alloa  ara  nearby  our  facilities,  tha  rathar  general  natura  of  tha  MIS  a roe lad** 
our  ability  to  identify  Inpacta  »c*pt  in  general  terwe.  la  thla  regard, 
our  greatest  concara  la  tha  possible  disruption  of  our  Irrigation  aatar  delivery 
facllltlaa  (canal*  and  laterals)  milch  ara  operational  between  April  IS  sad 
October  15  of  each  year.  Aay  construction  or  aabaegwant  operation  of  tha 
proposed  alaalla  ayateu  needs  to  ha  coaductad  to  as  to  avoid  aay  disrupt loa 
of  uatar  supply  to  tha  Irrigated  croplaada.  In  particular,  ue  envision  problems 
uith  Hard  Moblla  Launcher  training  aparatloaa  during  off-road  naneuvere. 

The  total  weight  of  thaaa  launchers  la  230,000  pounds  elth  IS, 000  pound*  par 
sale  load.  These  loads,  which  surely  exceed  tha  uelght  capacity  of  all  canal 
bridge*  In  the  area,  are  likely  to  collapae  the  bridges. 

Should  the  SIBM  prograa  be  lap levanted ,  an  early  Meeting  between  the  Air  force. 
Bureau  of  fteclsssatloa  and  tha  two  affected  dlatrlcta  would  be  necessary. 

Thla  neat  log  would  specifically  identify  facilities  and  lands  lnpected  and 
develop  a  work  plan  for  carrying  out  construction  and  operations  In  the  area. 


Construct lea  spec i fleet teas  aad  a  timetable  aval ding  the  Irrigation  parted 
between  April  15  aad  October  15  weald  be  Jointly  developed. 

rn  ap precise*  the  opportunity  to  nat at  oe  your  MIS,  aad  encourage  you  to 
work  c lonely  with  as  la  tha  event  your  KPA/pteualng  activltea  result  la  lagle- 
ueatlag  tha  proposal- 


at,  Attest  tea i  150 


I.  Mart  la 

BgfaMl  Streeter 
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cun.  \StukHo  fV  JbuLajrdJ - k*->~ 
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yJ  CuuntunuL-  u  wto  Cl  On.-  Jp-t  nx>bJ*y 
puplM*.')  do  U'iLt  rnc-i^ 

it* tin /  Atub  u.x.i*fa  !</<•<■ 
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LDhthhaM),  9ht>J  A-DAd 
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ob'tt&fKf  it)  ooo/L&ia  ur/ut'A  dutetM. 
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/my  cUIja  VdcVU  Wfr'rf 
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JiVyiW  nu^Axel/u^yAJta-ric^  d&ttisya 
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A).  }xJuJtrO,  Sdtd-tfrus,  ith*  V^JVaA  to 
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OhL,  (LiL'leuf,^ Y <? ■ ,  DWdmtex.Jk' 

jlVt*.  tAO/Vs;  Jjfo  //ie^^Cje.  Vx< y/#/ 

UMuXA  $  /fiLbdJia  GA  -Jt>ed  AeyyjLt^- 
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PRESENTATION 
BY  LT.  COL.  PITlII  WALSH 


JULY  20,  IBB 7 


PROCEEDINGS 


COL.  BRISTOL:  Good  evening .  lediee  end  gentlemen. 
I  know  poop lo  are  still  cowing  in,  but  because  our  time  is 
constrained,  I  want  to  go  ahead  and  gat  started. 

The  National  Environmental  Policy  Act  and  implementing 
federal  regulations  require  essentially  that  federal  agen¬ 
cies  carefully  analyse  the  potential  environmental  impacts 
of  proposed  actions  and  then  use  those  analyses  in  arriving 
at  decisions  and  recommendations  on  whether  and  how  to  pro¬ 
ceed  with  the  proposals.  ltie  Air  Force  has  prepared  and 
distributed  in  accordance  with  these  regulations  a  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  statement  addressing  a  proposal  to  de¬ 
ploy  and  operata  the  Small  Intercontinantal  Ballistic 
Missile  System  on  Minutemen  launch  facilities  in  north- 
central  Montana. 

My  name  is  Matt  Bristol.  I'm  a  full-time  Air  Force 
trial  judge  for  felony  criminal  cases.  And  the  Judge  Advo¬ 
cate  of  the  Air  Force  has  asked  me  to  come  and  preside  at 
these  public  hearings,  this  being  the  first  in  a  series  of 
sis  that  are  going  to  take  place  this  week.  My  function  is 
aimoly  to  act  as  the  person  In  the  middle,  between  you,  as 
Interested  members  of  the  public  and  Col.  Peter  ifaleh,  who 
I'll  bs  introducing  shortly,  and  the  members  of  hie  team 
who  are  the  proponents  of  this  particular  proposal.  It  is 
for  ms  to  decide  how  to  allocate  the  time  amongst  ail  of 
you  and  to  insura,  if  I  do  nothing  elsa.  that  all  of  you 
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have  an  opportunity  to  be  heard  and  that  this  meeting  will 

1 

those  and  do  the  best  you  can,  in  the  first  half  of  our 

not  end  until  all  Of  you  have  a  reasonable  opportunity  to 

2 

ten  to  twelve  minute  recess,  to  fill  one  of  these  out.  This 

state  for  the  record  your  own  unique  perspectives  about 

3 

will  be  the  only  record  of  your  having  been  a  participant 

just  exactly  what  those  environmental  impacts  are. 

4 

either  silent  or  otherwise  in  these  hearings.  And  it's 

I  don't  know  anything  about  this  proposal.  Probably 

6 

also  a  multi-purpose  document  for  those  of  you  that  have 

most  of  you  know  more  about  the  substantive  aspects  of  it 

• 

read  it  and  analyzed  it  on  which  you  can  request  copies  of 

than  I  do.  Nor  have  I  been  involved  in  anywise  in  its 

7 

these  reports  on  which  you  can  forward  your  views  in 

preparation  or  as  a  legal  counsel  to  those  who  developed  it. 

• 

writing  and  on  which  you  can  record  your  desires  to  either 

Let  me  take  a  moment  to  explain  basically  how  tonight's 

9 

ask  questions  or  make  statements  tonight  for  the  record. 

hearing  will  proceed.  This  isn't  going  to  be  a  debate  or 

10 

After  the  break.  I'll  then  put  all  of  these  in  two 

a  referendum  or  a  show  of  hands  type  of  meeting.  Rather, 

11 

stacks.  The  first  stack  will  be  those  that  want  to  ask 

it’s  going  to  be  an  informal  meeting  at  which  we  have 

12 

questions,  either  with  a  statement  or  without  one;  the 

two-way  communication.  And  the  first  side  of  that  is  going 

>3 

second  stack  will  be  those  that  want  to  make  a  statement 

to  be  a  briefing  by  Lt.  Col.  Walsh,  who  is  from  Horton  Base 

14 

for  Uve  record.  I'Ll  start  with  the  question  stack  first 

in  California;  and  from  whoa  I  understand  many  of  you,  if 

15 

and  I'll  just  take  them  in  the  sequence  in  which  they  fall. 

not  all  of  you  had  occasion  to  hear  earlier  this  year  during 

16 

I'll  start  with  public  officials  who  have  five  minutes  and 

the  scoping  hearings. 

»7 

then  designated  representatives  of  private  organizations  who 

Following  Col.  Walsh's  briefing,  which  is  going  to 

16 

will  have  three  and  followed  by  members  of  the  public.  I'll 

touch  upon  the  substantive  aspects  of  this  proposal  and 

19 

go  through  all  the  questions  or  until  the  passage  of  about 

the  Draft  Env * ronmental  Impact  Statement  and  the  impacts 

20 

forty-five  minutes  and  without  further  delay,  we'll  go  into 

that  it  identifies  and  assesses,  then  we'll  have  a  recess. 

21 

the  stateawnts.  The  public  statements. 

That  will  be  at  about  the  first  hour  point.  About  8:00 

22 

At  the  conclusion  of  the  statements,  if  there's  time 

o'clock. 

23 

remaining  we'll  go  beck  to  any  questions  that  either  weren't 

And  those  of  you  who  didn't  get  one  of  the  comment 

24 

covered  the  first  time  around  or  that  have  been  generated  by 

sheets,  I’m  going  to  ask  you  to  try  and  get  ahold  of  one  of 

25 

some  of  the  statements  that  have  been  made. 
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1  !  There  are  very  few  ground  rules,  but  let  ne  just  throw  | 

2  out  a  couple  that  1  think  will  facilitate  the  purpose  Of  ! 

3  this  meeting  and  insure  that  all  of  you  have  the  e<.ual 

4  \  right  to  be  heard.  Only  speak  after  you  have  been  recog- 

5  [  nized.  Then  come  down  to  the  nearest  --  they're  not  now, 

8  but  these  two  microphones  will  be  up  the  aisles,  so  come 

7  down  to  the  nearest  one.  Don't  try  to  walk  in  this  front 

8  <|  area  because  there's  a  good  likelihood  that  you'll  trip  on 

„  ;l 

*  a  wire.  But  come  down  to  the  nearest  microphone,  state 

10  |j  your  name  clearly  for  the  record  and  spell  it  if  you  think 

11  f  it's  not  one  that  the  court  reporter  and  I  can  spell  right 

12  I'  off  the  bat,  and  proceed  to  ask  your  question  or  stake  your 

13  1  statement  as  the  case  night  be.  We're  going  to  -jo  first 

14  !;  with  the  questions  and  then  with  the  statements,  as  1  said. 

13  The  questions  are  basically  to  try  and  get  a  clarifi- 

18  I  cation  on  something  in  Col.  Walsh's  briefing  or  something 
17  *  you  noticed  in  the  Draft  Environmental  impact  Statement. 

,8  It’s  not  really  for  the  kind  of  questions  one  sees  in  rhe 
I  courtroom;  "isn't  it  true.  Col.  Wnish  that  all  of  this  is  a 
20  whitewash  and  that  you  really  don't  do  this  or  don't  do  that." 
2*  !.  It's  not  a  question  that  is  really  Intended  to  state  a 

22  |  position.  It's  for  questions  that  are  to  seek  to  clarify 

23  !  a  point.  The  reason  that  the  questions  go  first  is  that  t 

24  jj  their  purpose  is  to  put  you  in  the  optimum  position  to  make  j 

25  Informed  statements  or  to  make  informed  decisions  on  whether  j 


20 

21 

22 

23 

24 
26 


and  to  what  extent  to  make  statements  during  the  last  por¬ 
tion  of  the  hearing. 

We  have  a  court  reporter,  Audrey  Petersen,  who  will  be 
taking  down  every  word  that's  spoken.  And  whether  you  make 
a  statement  from  the  podium  or  irom  the  microphone  or  whether 
you  fill  out  the  comment  sheet  or  whether  you  send  a  letter 
afterwards,  to  arrive  prior  to  the  21st  of  August,  the 
deadline  for  public  comment,  at  the  address  shown  on  the 
comment  sheet,  your  comments  and  your  inputs  will  be  put  on 
the  record.  They  will  be  given  the  same  weight,  the  same 
consideration,  they  will  have  the  sasm  record  status  as  if 
they  were  made  live  on  the  microphones  this  evening. 

I  will  ask  that  only  one  question  be  made  et  a  time  ! 
and  I  will  allow  a  reasonable  number  of  questions. 

Col.  Walsh. 

LT.  COL-  WALSH:  Thank  you.  Good  evening,  ladies 
and  gentleswn.  As  you  probably  are  well  aware,  I'm  respon¬ 
sible  for  the  preparation  of  the  Environmental  Impact 
Statement  for  the  deployment  and  peacetime  operation  of  the  | 
.•mall  I  CBM  at  Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base.  Thi*  EIS  will  aid  ! 
siting  decisions  as  well  as  be  the  basis  for  the  development  j 
of  mitigative  actions  to  help  reduce  identified  iapects.  j 

Today  I  shall  summarize  the  major  findings  reported  in  J 
the  Draft  EIS  which  was  submitted  to  the  Environmental  j 

Protection  Agency  on  the  23rd  of  June.  You  will  be  invited 
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, 

a*  indicated  earlier  to  provide  consents  later  this  evening. 

, 

modernization. 

2 

You  also  nay  provide  or  Mail  consents  directly  to  me  at  the 

2 

The  coemission ’■  recommendations  were  released  in 

3 

nailing  address  shown  in  the  handout.  All  com ants  should 

3 

April  and  key  recommendations  include:  The  deployment  of 

4 

be  postmarked  no  later  than  the  21st  of  August.  This  is 

4 

one  hundred  peacekeeper  missiles  in  dinuteman  silos;  the 

5 

to  allow  us  sufficient  tisM  to  properly  analyse  your  coanenti 

• 

5 

initiation  of  research  and  development  on  a  Saall  ICBM 

6 

to  make  adjuatjaents  to  the  EXE  as  appropriate  and  publish  the 

• 

to  be  deployed  in  either  hardened  or  mobile  launchers; 

7 

final  Els  in  time  to  meet  congressional ly  mandated  milestones 

7 

end  continued  efforts  at  arms  limitation  negotiations. 

• 

Before  reviewing  the  findings,  I  shall  first  review 

t 

The  President  end  the  Congress,  both,  accepted  these 

• 

events  leading  to  the  presidential  decision  to  deploy  the 

0 

recommendations.  In  fact,  the  1984  Authorization  Act, 

10 

Small  ICBH  at  Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base.  Then  I  shell 

10 

Congress  tied  the  deployment  of  peacekeeper  to  research 

11 

briefly  describe  the  basing  mode  and  explain  the  proposed 

11 

for  the  Small  ICBM  and  recommended  pursuit  of  a  1992  ini- 

12 

action  and  alternatives.  Next  X  shall  explain  the  EIS 

12 

i-ial  operating  capability  date  for  the  Saw  11  ICBM. 

13 

process  as  required  by  the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act 

13 

In  the  1988  Authorization  Act,  Congress  further  directed 

14 

and  the  Council  on  Environmental  Quality  implementing 

14 

that  a  Legislative  EIS  be  prepared  to  aid  selection  of  the 

15 

regulations.  X  shall  then  Aaacriba  the  environmental  impact 

IS 

Small  ICBM  basing  mode  and  deployment  area  and  that  an  ad- 

1« 

analysis,  the  impacts,  and  their  significance.  Next  X  shall 

IS 

ministratiire  EIS  be  prepared  to  aid  site  specific  decisions. 

17 

provide  the  conclusions  derived  from  the  study  of  system 

17 

In  this  same  act.  the  deployment  of  peacekeeper  missiles 

11 

safety,  and  finally,  X  shall  describe  how  the  Air  Force 

10 

was  capped  at  fifty. 

10 

intends  to  work  with  local  authorities  to  select  and  imple- 

10 

The  President  was  asked  to  recomsend  another  more 

20 

ment  mitlgative  actions  to  reduce  the  impacts  described. 

20 

survivable  basing  mode.  This  last  direction  influences  the 

21 

In  January  of  1983  President  Reagan  established  a 

21 

scope  of  the  SIS  as  will  be  explained  later. 

22 

bipartisan  Commission  on  strategic  forces  which  is  now  known 

22 

At  this  point,  I  shall  describe  the  actions  taken  by 

23 

as  the  Scowcroft  Cosmieslon.  The  purpose  of  this  coamission 

23 

the  Air  Force  in  response  to  this  congressional  direction. 

24 

was  to  review  the  U.S.  strategic  force  capabilities  and 

24 

This  chart  compares  the  peacekeeper  and  Saall  ICBMs  with 

25 

to  make  recomendations  on  the  direction  of  future  ICBH 

26 

the  currently  deployed  Minuteman  III,  which  weighs  78,000 

Oftaei  Cowr  Raw** 

*H  «r  UOttlANA 

U«n8TO**«  *»!  1*487 

1408)  U84W8 

EV2-1/126 

(  ffrirUm 

Court  (teoortm 

914  *  M0N14M4 

ifwetowH  »r  s*4v 
■408)  U*  407* 

OOCUMENT  12 

> 

DOCUMENT  i; 

1 

pounds  and  is  capable  of  carrying  three  warheads. 

1 

Costs  and  manpower  for  this  option  were  considerably 

2 

The  peacekeeper  weighs  approximately  195,000  pounds 

2 

lower  than  for  the  random  movement  option  because  of  the 

3 

and  is  capable  of  carrying  ten  werheads  and  is  currently 

3 

infrastructure  already  in  place  at  the  .Hinuteman  installs- 

4 

being  deployed  at  F.E.  Warren  Air  Force  Base. 

4 

tions. 

5 

The  Small  ICBM  currently  weighs  37,000  pounds,  is 

5 

The  Legislative  EIS  was  completed  by  the  Air  Force  and 

0 

capable  of  carrying  but  one  warhead,  and  Is  presently 

0 

filed  with  the  Environmental  Protection  Agency  in  November 

7 

in  full-scale  development. 

7 

of  1986.  This  EIS  compared  the  environmental  impacts  of 

0 

Two  methods  of  deployment  were  considered  for  the  Small 

0 

the  basing  modes  and  their  respective  deployment  locations. 

0 

ICBH.  The  first  involved  placement  of  the  rissile  in  a 

0 

In  December,  the  President  announced  his  decision  to 

10 

hard  silo,  capable  of  withstanding  powerful  .  uclear  blast 

10 

deploy  the  Small  ICBM  on  hard  mobile  launchers  stationed 

" 

overpressures.  The  second  involved  the  placer »nt  of  the 

11 

at  Mlnuteman  launch  facilities.  Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base 

12 

Small  ICBM  in  a  hardened  mobile  launcher  whose  survivability 

>2 

was  identified  as  the  initial  operating  base,  with 

13 

would  be  assured  through  mobility  and  the  ability  to  with- 

13 

F.E.  Narren  and  Ellsworth  Air  force  Bases  possible  future 

14 

stand  significant  overpressures. 

deployment  locations. 

15 

Two  operational  concepts  were  considered  for  deploy- 

The  President  also  retained  the  option  for  the  random 

10 

ment  of  the  hard  mobile  launcher.  The  first  envisioned 

10 

movement  basing  mode  with  the  New  Mexico -Texas  and  Arizona 

17 

the  frequent  movement  of  the  launchers  within  large  military 

t7 

complexes  identified  as  the  possible  deployment  locations. 

10 

reservations .  Survivability  was  further  enhanced  by  the 

10 

The  total  force  to  be  deployed  would  depend  upon  the  threat 

10 

ability  to  dash  off  the  reservation  upon  notice  of  a  Soviet 

10 

and  the  results  of  ongoing  arms  limitation  negotiations . 

20 

ettack. 

20 

The  project  selected  by  the  President  entails  deploy- 

21 

The  second  operational  concept  involved  placement  of 

21 

ment  of  Sswll  ICBMs  on  hard  mobile  launchers  parked  within 

a 

the  launchers  on  existing  Hinuteman  silos.  Survivability 

22 

shelters  to  be  constructed  at  f.inutenan  launch  facilities 

23 

is  ,«chieved  by  the  combination  of  the  disbursed  nature  of 

23 

supported  by  Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base.  The  launchers  would 

24 

the  silos  and  the  ability  of  the  launchers  to  gain  access  to 

24 

remain  in  their  shelters  except  for  trips  back  to  the  main 

25 

large  quantities  of  land  upon  notice  of  a  Soviet  attack. 

25 

operating  base,  estimated  at  one  per  year  for  major  mainte- 
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1 

nance. 

1 

require  a  modest  expansion  of  the  existing  Ninuteman  explo- 

2 

During  such  trips,  the  launcher  would  be  configured  to 

2 

sive  safety  zones. 

3 

reduce  axle  loads  to  meet  state  vehicle  standards.  Security 

3 

These  safety  zones  encumber  the  ownership  of  the  land 

4 

would  be  provided  by  vehicle  operators  located  at  each 

4 

by  restricting  certain  usas  of  the  land.  In  this  case, 

s 

launch  facility,  fencing,  time  delay  mechanisms  on  the 

5 

the  primary  restriction  is  the  preclusion  of  inhabited 

e 

vehicle  and  security  response  teams. 

e 

facilities.  Under  these  terms  most  farm  and  ranching  acti- 

7 

The  main  operating  base  provides  personnel  support  and 

7 

vities  could  continue. 

• 

technical  support  facilities  as  well  as  training  area 

8 

Naturally  the  Air  Force  would  prefer  to  select  launch  J 

9 

facilities  for  launcher  drivers. 

9 

facilities  that  would  not  have  an  existing  inhabited 

10 

The  proposed  action  and  three  system  alternatives  and 

10 

facility  within  the  extended  safety  zones.  A  detailed 

>• 

the  no-action  alternatives  are  analyzed  in  this  EIS.  The 

11 

analysis  has  been  conducted  that  takes  into  account  such 

proposed  action  provides  ror  the  deployment  of  two  hundred 

12 

considerations  as  operational  effectiveness,  security 

13 

hard  mobile  launchers  in  earth-covered  igloos  at  one  hundred 

13 

response,  inhabited  facilities,  environmental  consequences, 

14 

launch  facilities  in  Montana. 

14 

and  cost. 

The  proposed  action  would  require  about  1,100  new 

military  personnel.  The  increase  in  military  personnel 

IS 

The  results  of  this  analysis,  to  date,  and  the  recom- 

17 

would  occur  over  a  seven-year  period  as  shown  on  this 

17 

alternatives,  have  been  identified  in  a  handout  that  has 

18 

chart. 

18 

been  provided  to  you  as  you  cams  in  this  evening. 

19 

Each  launch  facility  would  be  enlarged  to  accommodate 

19 

Portions  of  the  Ninuteman  transporter-erector  routes  may 

20 

the  hard  mobile  launcher  shelters  and  the  existing  security 

20 

require  modification  and  upgrading  and  some  bridges,  culverts 

21 

fence  would  be  extended  to  enclose  this  area,  initial 

21 

and  intersections  along  these  routes  as  well  aa  the  access 

22 

estimates  of  the  amount  of  land  acquired  or  required  for 

22 

roads  to  each  site  would  need  imporvements .  The  location  and 

23 

enlargements  were  between  1.5  and  2.5  acres  per  launch 

23 

nature  of  modification  will  be  dependent  upon  the  final 

24 

facility.  However,  subsequent  studies  have  determined  that 

24 

launch  facility  selection  and  access  routing  selections  which 

25 

.1  to  1.6  is  more  accurate.  This  alternative  would  also 

25 

are  aided  by  the  EIS  and  the  ongoing  negotiations  involving 
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15 

the  Air  Force,  military  traffic  management  command,  the 

1 

at  one  hundred  twenty-five  launch  facilities,  snd  has  the 

2 

Federal  and  State  Highways  Departments,  and  the  county-city 

2 

highest  military  personnel  requirement. 

3 

authorities. 

3 

And  system  alternative  three  provides  for  deployment 

4 

Construction  on  Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base  could  include 

4 

of  two  hundred  hard  mobile  launchers  in  pre-engineered 

5 

the  military  family  housing  on  approximately  three  hundred 

5 

buildings  at  two  hundred  launch  facilities.  This  requires 

6 

thirty  acres  of  land  adjacent  to  the  northwest  side  of 

6 

the  largest  number  of  construction  personnel  and  has  the 

7 

the  base.  Personnel  support  facilities  would  be  constructed 

7 

greatest  potential  for  disturbance  to  the  physical  environ- 

8 

on  the  northwest  side  of  the  base.  And  technical  facilities 

8 

ment. 

9 

on  the  southeast  side.  A  vehicle  training  area  requiring 

9 

The  pre-engineered  buildings  might  look  something  like 

10 

approximately  six  hundred  acres  would  be  constructed  on 

10 

this  illustration  shown  for  a  typical  silo. 

11 

land  adjacent  to  the  east  side  of  the  base. 

11 

Preparation  of  the  administrative  EIS  began  in  early 

12 

The  total  cost  of  the  military  construction  program 

12 

j  1987.  Scoping  activities  were  undertaken  to  facilitate 

13 

will  approach  one  billion  dollars  with  the  peak  year  expen- 

13 

early  Identification  of  those  issues  requiring  analysis. 

14 

diture  of  two  hundred  fifteen  million  dollars  in  1993. 

” 

The  scoping  process  involved  a  series  of  activities  that 

15 

Direct  full-time  civilian  employment  would  peak  at 

15 

included  the  collection  of  preliminary  data  and  information 

1# 

one  thousand  one  hundred  people  in  1992. 

from  federal,  state,  and  local  government  organizations  in 

17 

The  next  chart  summarizes  the  key  aspects  of  the 

17 

the  affected  area,  and  a  series  of  public  scoping  meetings 

18 

proposed  action  and  provides  a  comparison  with  the  three 

18 

in  the  affected  area. 

19 

system  alternatives.  The  system  alternative  one  provides 

19 

The  Draft  EIS  was  released  to  the  public  on  June  25th 

20 

for  deployment  of  two  hundred  hard  mobile  launchers  in 

20 

and  copies  were  mailed  to  all  of  those  attending  the 

21 

pre-enqineered  buildings  at  one  hundred  launch  facilities. 

21 

scoping  meetings  and  were  also  available  at  libraries  and 

22 

and  has  the  lowest  military  personnel  requirement,  but  the 

22 

federal,  state  and  local  agencies  within  the  study  area. 

23 

largest  explosive  safety  2one. 

23 

A  series  of  public  hearings  are  being  held  this  week 

24  , 

System  alternative  two  provides  for  deployment  of  two 

» 

throughout  the  deployment  area  and  in  Helena  to  permit  such 

25 

hundred  fifty  hard  mobile  launchers  in  earth-covered  igloos 

» 

comment,  or  to  permit  comment  on  the  document.  In  response 
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to  scoping  concerns,  hearings  will  be  held  in  Harlow ton 
end  Auguste  in  addition  to  Conrad,  Lewis  town,  Great  Falls 
and  Helena.  In  addition  the  public  say  provide  their 
comments  in  writing,  as  I  indicated  earlier,  to  the  address  I 
shown  in  the  handout. 

The  Air  Force  will  address  all  inputs  in  the  final  EIS. 
The  final  EIS  is  scheduled  for  release  in  late  1987.  upon 
consideration  of  this  statement  the  Air  Force  will  file  a 
record  of  decision,  presenting  the  selected  plan  of  action 
in  late  1987,  early  1988. 

This  EIS  addresses  the  environmental  consequences  of 
the  deployment  and  peacetime  operation  of  the  small  I CBM 
at  ?linuteman  launch  facilities  supported  by  Malmstrom  Air 
Force  Base.  Recently,  after  preparation  of  an  environmental 
assessment,  the  Air  Force  decided  to  deploy  an  air  refueling 
wing  at  Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base.  This  deployment  is 
considered  as  part  of  the  baseline  or  no-action  conditions 
in  this  EIS.  Furthermore  in  February  the  President  announce^ 
that  the  Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base  was  one  of  eleven  candi¬ 
date  installations  for  deployment  of  the  peacekeeper  in 
the  Rail  Garrison  basing  mode.  The  additional  impacts 
associated  with  this  development  are  identified  in  this  EIS. 

It  should  be  noted  however,  that  a  separate  EIS  would  be 
prepared  on  all  eleven  peacekeeper  candidate  installations 
to  aid  in  the  final  selection  of  the  deployment  locations,  | 


e 


30 

21 

23 

23 

24 


should  Congress  continue  to  support  this  particular  system. 

The  environmental  impacts  of  the  program  were  evaluated 
within  the  context  of  twelve  resource  categories.  In 
addition  safety  considerations  were  also  evaluated.  The 
fullest  geographic  extent  of  the  program  impacts  on  each 
resource  was  determined.  Emphasis,  however,  was  placed  on 
those  areas  where  predicted  impacts  were  determined  to  be 
BK>st  pronounced.  The  importance  or  significance  of  an 
impact  was  determined  in  consultation  with  field  experts  and 
local  government  end  business  leaders.  In  addition,  full 
consideration  was  given  to  the  Council  on  Environmental 
Quality  criteria.  Impacts  were  further  categorized  as 
either  short  or  long  duration. 

Overall,  the  impacts  associatsd  with  the  proposed 
action  are  minor  and  can  probably  be  erased  with  sound 
mitigative  actions.  In  fact,  the  impacts  on  most  resources 
were  considered  not  significant.  However,  our  major  area 
of  concern  is  socioeconomic  resources  which  offer  local 
jurisdictions  and  the  Air  Force  the  greatest  challenge. 
Accordingly,  this  will  be  given  the  greatest  emphasis  in 
my  review  of  the  results  of  the  analysis. 

Six  socioeconomic  elements  were  analysed.  These  were 
the  regional  economic  base,  demographic  characteristics, 
housing,  education,  public  services  and  public  finance. 

The  economic  base  analysis  was  performed  for  the  nine 
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Montana  counties  in  the  deployment  area,  as  well  as  for  the 
state  as  a  whole.  The  analysis  of  other  socioeconomic 
elements  concentratad  on  the  communities  most  likely  to 
be  affected  by  the  program  activities.  They  are  Great  Falls, 
Levistown,  and  Conrad. 

Key  measures  of  the  economic  base,  such  as  civilian 
labor  force,  employment,  unemployment,  and  income  were 
evaluated.  Initial  estimates  were  derived  from  state  end 
local  projections  for  the  period  1989  through  the  year  2000. 
Both  direct  and  indirect  effects  of  the  program  were  ana¬ 
lysed. 

Direct  economic  effects  of  the  project  Include  labor 
and  resource  requirements!  indirect  effects  are  those 
changes  in  sales,  jobs,  end  Income  that  result  from 
spending  by  the  Air  Force  and  its  contractors.  A  compari¬ 
son  of  labor  requirements  to  the  availability  of  labor 
within  the  region  provided  an  estimate  of  the  labor  needs 
which  could  be  filled  locally.  The  higher  the  proportion 
of  jobs  that  could  be  filled  from  the  Montana  labor  force, 
the  greater  the  economic  benefits  to  the  local  area. 

In  1990,  the  peek  construction  year,  a  total  of  1,100 
direct  jobs  would  be  created  by  this  program,  nearly  1.250 
Indirect  jobs  would  be  created  in  both  the  construction  and 
operational  phase  of  the  program.  Over  eighty  percent  of 
these  jobs  could  be  filled  by  the  local  labor  force. 

'  f  '///<■  Mo* 

0«c*»  Court  Reonrtsr 


Unemployment  rates  in  a  nine-county  region  between  1990  and 
1992  are  projected  to  decline  one  percentage  point  because 
of  this  increase  in  job  opportunities . 

The  proposed  action  is  expected  to  create  nine  hundred 
ninety  million  dollars  in  new  spending  in  the  deploymnt 
ares  between  1990  and  2005.  Spending  by  the  Air  Force 
personnel  end  the  Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base  contracting 
office  is  expecting  to  total  sixty-three  million  per  year 
through  the  life  of  this  project. 

The  analysis  for  demographics  provides  annuel  estimates 
of  the  comunity  populations  end  assesses  the  potential  for 
assimilation  problem  with  the  in-migrating  population. 
Population  inforskation  for  the  baseline  conditions  was 
obtained  from  the  U.S.  Census  data  from  state  end  local 
agency  forecasts.  Program  related  population  changes  would 
occur  to  the  extent  that  the  local  labor  force  would  be 
unable  to  provide  the  specific  type  or  numbers  of  workers 
required.  The  potential  for  problem  was  determined  by  the 
relative  size  of  the  in-migrating  population  and  its  charac¬ 
teristic  differences  with  the  baseline  population. 

Most  of  the  population  growth  associated  with  the 
proposed  action  would  occur  in  Cascade  County,  particularly 
in  the  Great  Falls  urban  ares.  The  number  of  new  program 
related,  full-time  residents  in  Great  Palls  would  start  at 
about  eight  hundred  in  1990  and  build  to  a  peak  of  eight 
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thousand  one  hundred  in  1996  and  then  stabilize  at  seven 

i 

’  entrepreneurs  to  construct  housing. 

2 

thousand  six  hundred  by  the  year  2000.  The  total  of  active 

2  During  the  construction  phase,  the  demand  for  both 

3 

duty  military  personnel  and  their  families  in  the  Great  Falls 

3  |  hotel  and  motel  accomodations  and  permanent  housing  can  be 

4 

area  would  increase  from  ten  thousand  seven  hundred  to 

4  !■  met  with  existing  assets.  Business  and  property  owners 

5 

eighteen  thousand  three  hundred.  This  would  represent 

5  would  benefit  from  the  increased  occupancy  and  income. 

6 

nearly  twenty-four  percent  of  the  Great  Falls  community 

6  ■  However,  during  the  operational  phase,  the  private 

7 

population  and  since  it  differs  considerably  from  the 

|! 

2  j,  sector  would  not  be  able  to  satisfy  the  entire  demand  for 

Ii 

e 

current  population  in  demographic  characteristics,  such  as 

>  j:  housing  off-base  that  is  affordable  by  many  of  the  military 

9 

age,  marital  status,  geographic  origin,  and  income,  it  is 

i! 

®  ji  personnel.  Consequently,  that  residual  requirement  would 

10 

considered  a  significant  impact  of  long  duration. 

10  jj  have  to  be  satisfied  either  by  the  construction  of  military 

" 

Housing  in  the  affected  communities  was  analyzed  to 

i>  jj  family  housing  units  or  by  other  federal  programs. 

12 

determine  whether  available  housing  would  be  sufficient  to 

12  :i  While  the  impact  on  housing  in  the  operational  phase 

13 

meet  the  additional  demands  generated  by  the  program. 

13  Ii  would  be  considered  not  significant  under  either  option, 

|i 

14 

Housing  demand  forecasts  were  prepared  using  population 

1] 

14  i;  the  method  of  satisfying  the  deficit  would  effect  impacts 

IS 

projections.  Housing  supply  forecasts  were  derived  from 

i5  [|  on  other  areas  of  study,  most  notably  education  and  public 

te 

projected  vacancy  rates  and  the  assumed  response  of  the 

16  .  finance. 

17 

local  housing  industry  to  changes  in  demand.  The  differences 

i7  An  analysis  of  the  public  school  system  in  the  affected 

between  the  two  forecasts  indicate  either  a  surplus  or  a 

i8  1  communities  was  perforated  to  identify  any  shortages  that 

1# 

deficit. :cy  which  must  be  rectified  by  Air  Force  action. 

19  i  may  occur  in  the  system  as  a  result  of  additional  enroll- 

20 

Now,  Air  Force  policy  is  to  rely  on  the  private  sector 

20  1  ments  generated  by  the  program.  Existing  and  projected 

21 

to  provide  the  necessary  housing  for  military  personnel. 

21  |  school  enrollment  data  were  obtained  from  the  Great  Falls, 

22 

However,  if  the  private  sector  cannot  respond,  the  Air 

22  j  Lewistown,  and  Conrad  school  districts.  Additional  enro 11- 

23 

Force  will  provide  the  required  housing  either  through  the 

23  {  ments  for  each  school  district  were  projected  as  a  constant 

24 

construction  of  military  family  housing  units  on-base  or 

24  j  percentage  of  program  induced  in-migration. 

25 

through  the  use  of  federal  programs  which  encourage  private 

25  :  Program  related  enrollment  in  the  Great  Falls  public 
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1  ,  schools  system  is  projected  to  stabilize  at  about  one 

2  j  thousand  two  hundred  pupils  during  the  operational  years. 

3  ;;  In  the  year  2000,  program  related  enrollments  in  the 

4  j!  Great  Falls  public  school  system  would  represent  an 
5;'.  increase  of  9.1  percent  ^bovc*  the  projected  enrollment 

*  J.  without  the  program.  Other  public  school  systems  in  the  ! 

7  •;  region  are  expected  to  have  increases  in  enrollment  of  less 

8  j  than  fifty  students.  j 

9  If  military  family  housing  were  provided  on-base, 

I 

10  approximately  six  hundred  elementary  school  students 

11  !  associated  with  the  £mall  ICBM  program  would  be  within  the 

i?  boundaries  of  the  Loy  Elementary  School,  located  just  west  I 

13  of  the  base.  Without  mitigation  measures,  this  gain  in 

14  enrollment  would  increase  the  pupi 1-to-teacher  ratio  in 
is  this  school  well  above  both  local  and  state  standards. 

*6  Therefore,  the  impacts  on  education  would  be  signifi- 

i7  cant.  If  housing  is  provided  'uy  the  private  sector  or 
•8  by  other  federal  programs ,  the  overload  pressure  on  Loy 

19  Elementary  School  would  be  reduced.  However,  the  student- 

20  teacher  ratio  for  the  school  district  would  still  exceed 

I 

21  state  standards  and  the  impacts  would  remain  significant. 

22  Capacities  of  existing  public  service  institutions  in  j 

23  the  affected  communities  were  analyzed  to  identify  any 

24  shortages  that  may  occur  as  a  result  of  additional  demands 

25  generated  by  the  program.  The  public  services  analysis  con- 


1  j|  centrated  on  city-county  government,  police,  fire,  health 

Ii 

2  i  and  human  services.  Information  on  work  load,  personnel. 

3  j  equipment  was  gathered  for  the  latest  yearly  reports  of 
the  respective  departments  and  then  projected  for  future 
years . 

Demand  for  public  services  was  forecast  to  increase 
with  the  program  induced  in-migration.  Impacts  were  then 

8  assessed  by  determining  whether  existing  facilities  could 

9  accomodate  the  increased  demand. 

’0  The  program  related  increase  in  population  would  cause 

11  |j  a  slight  increase  in  demand  for  public  services,  primarily 

i! 

12  jj  in  the  Great  Falls  area.  Increases  will  vary  between  five 

13  j:  and  ten  percent  and  cause  some  additional  personnel  requ ire- 

14  ments. 

15  i!  Most  of  the  local  facilities  needed  for  public  safety, 

16  1  fire  protection,  and  health  and  human  services  have  suffi- 

17  cient  capacity  to  accomodate  the  additional  population.  The 
is  >  one  exception  is  the  Cascade  County  Jail,  which  is  utilized 

19  ,  by  both  Cascade  County  and  the  city  of  Great  Falls. 

20  This  facility  was  built  in  1914  and  has  been  utilized 
?i  beyond  its  design  capacity  for  several  years.  It  cannot 

22  1  be  expected  to  absorb  further  growth.  For  this  reason,  im- 
23l-  pacts  on  public  services  are  considered  significant. 

24  S'  An  analysis  of  revenues  and  expenditures  of  affected 

n  jurisdictions  in  Great  Falls,  Lew is town  and  Conrad  areas  was 
to 

■' 
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performed  to  identify  additional  burdens  the  program  may 

over  the  life  of  the  project. 

2 

place  on  the  resources  of  the  jurisdictions.  Fiscal  data 

2  j 

Cascade  County,  with  a  projected  budget  averaging 

3 

for  affected  jurisdictions  were  derived  from  recent  financial i 

3 

nearly  twelve  million  dollars  a  yaar,  during  the  1990s, 

reports.  Program  related  expenditures  for  essential  services j 

4 

would  have  revenue  shortfalls  of  about  two  hundred  seventy 

s  ! 

such  as  police  and  fire  were  estimated  based  upon  the  addl-  < 

5 

thousand  dollars  per  year,  over  the  life  of  the  program. 

i  tional  personnel  needs  and  per-employee  costs.  Expenditures 

8 

The  two  Great  Falls  public  school  districts,  with  a  combined  j 

,  ! 

[  for  other  services  were  estimated  on  a  per  capita  basis. 

7 

1  projected  budget  or  thirty-six  million  dollars,  per 

• 

|  School  district  expenditures  were  estimated  on  a  per  pupil 

8 

;  year,  during  the  1990s,  would  experience  peak  program 

0 

I  basis. 

9 

related  shortfalls  of  about  five  hundred  seventy  thousand  j 

«0 

Program  induced  revenues  were  estimated  for  each  of 

10 

dollars  in  199$.  And  than  an  annual  deficit  of  approximately 

11 

{  the  principal  revenue  sources  of  each  jurisdiction.  Property 

11 

one  hundred  forty  thousand  dollars  per  year,  for  the  yaar 

12 

taxes  were  calculated  using  the  existing  increase  in 

12 

2000  and  beyond. 

13 

property  valuation  and  applying  current  mill  levies  to  this 

13 

If  on  the  other  hand,  housing  were  provided  by  the  j 

14 

evaluation.  The  remaining  revenue  sources  such  as  motor 

private  sector,  or  through  existing  federal  programs,  the 

15 

vehicle  taxes,  licenses,  fees  and  redistributed  state 

15 

!  additional  property  taxes  collected  would  eliminate  the 

ie 

revenues,  were  estimated  on  a  per  capita  basis.  Although 

financial  shortfalls  to  the  city  of  Great  Falls  and  cascade 

IT  1 

I 

]  additional  revenues  will  be  generated,  the  jurisdictions  of 

County.  However,  because  of  the  loss  of  public  law  81874  j 

18  ! 

]  Cascade  County,  the  city  of  Great  Falls,  and  the  Great  Falls 

it 

‘  monies  due  to  increased  portion  of  students  living  off  j 

19 

public  school  districts  will  experience  continued  shortfalls 

19 

'  federal  land,  the  financial  shortfall  to  the  school  district  j 

20 

as  a  result  of  the  proposed  action. 

20 

i  would  worsen. 

21 

If  all  housing  is  provided  through  the  military  family 

21 

Accordingly,  public  finance  impacts  in  the  Great  Falls  | 

22 

housing  program,  the  city  of  Great  Falls,  with  a  pro jected  budge 

22 

j  area  were  determined  to  be  significent.  Other  counties. 

23 

averaging  twenty  million  dollars,  per  year,  during  the  1993a 

I  0 

cities,  and  school  districts  would  be  minimally  affected. 

24 

would  sustain  annual  shortfalls  up  to  one  hundred  thousand 

2* 

Program  effects  on  utilities  were  evaluated  through 

23 

dollars,  per  year,  over  the  build-up  oh*se  and  continuing 

i 

25 

;  studies  of  domestic  water  and  wastewater  systems,  solid 

i 
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wait*  collection  and  disposal  facilities,  and  electric, 
natural  gas  and  liquid  fuel  distribution  systems.  Informs-  | 
tion  on  local  utility  systems  was  collected  from  system 
operators  and  an  analysis  of  the  existing  and  projected  use 
and  capacity  of  the  facilities  was  conducted.  Utility 
demands  associated  with  the  program  were  then  compared  to  j 

the  systems  excess  capacities  to  determine  if  a  deficit  j 

or  surplus  would  occur. 

Potable  water  and  wastewater  treatment  systems  operated  j 
by  the  city  of  Great  Falls  provide  service  to  Malmstrom 
Mr  Force  Base.  These  systems  currently  have  adequate 
capacity  to  meet  the  increased  demends  associated  with  the  j 
proposed  action. 

Existing  solid  waste  landfill  sites  have  adequate 
capacity  to  handl.  th«  additional  aolid  waste  asaoclated 
with  the  program. 

Fnergy  requirements  for  this  program  would  be  met  from  | 
existing  or  presently  programed  capacities.  Accordingly, 
impacts  to  all  utilities  are  considered  not  significant.  j 

The  analysis  for  transportation  included  roads,  public  i 
transportation,  railroads,  and  airports.  Information  re- 
gardinq  current  traffic  flows,  eldership,  service  volumes,  j 
and  capacities  IncUdinq  planned  feclllty  Improvements  was  j 
obtained  from  state,  county,  city  and  private  agencies.  | 

Future  baseline  conditions  were  projected  using  historiq 
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trends,  population  and  economic  indicators.  Program  impacts  j 
were  determined  by  adding  estimates  of  program  related 
transportation  demands  to  future  conditions.  Emphasis  was 
placed  on  roads  and  highways  since  no  substantial  increases 
in  demands  for  public  transportation,  railroads  and  airports  | 
was  found. 

impacts  to  transportation  would  occur  primarily  from 
workers  commuting  on  roads  during  the  peak  traffic  hours 
and  from  local  delays  associated  with  transportation  of 
the  hard  mobile  launcher  to  and  from  Malmstrom  Air  Force 
Base  for  maintenance.  During  the  construction  phase,  signi¬ 
ficant  impacts  to  transportation  on  roads  in  Great  Falls 
are  expected  due  to  increased  congestion  and  delay  along 
Tenth  Avenue  South,  the  Fifteenth  street  Bridge  and  U.S. 
Bypass  and  the  entiance  gates  to  Malmstrom  Air  Porce  Base. 
During  the  operational  phase,  impacts  to  transportation 
would  nor  ba  significant. 

Land  use:  Land  use  analysis  considers  the  impacts  of 
the  program  on  urban  and  rural  land  uses.  The  urban  land 
use  evaluation  was  prepared  using  published  sources,  in¬ 
cluding  cownunity  plans  for  Great  Falls,  Lewistown  and 
Conrad  supplemented  by  aerial  photographs.  The  location 
and  acreage  of  vacant  developable  land  was  then  determined. 
Rural  land  use  was  likewise  evaluated  using  available 
published  sources  and  aerial  photographs. 


(***-■#  Cow*4 


E-128 


DOCUMENT  125 


DOCUMENT  125 


*  '!  Inhabited  facilities  that  could  be  affected  by  the 

2  jj  expansion  of  explosive  safety  easements  around  individual 

3  jj  launch  facilities  were  also  identified. 

*  T^e  impacts  on  urban  land  use  would  not  be  significant  I 
5  j;  since  adequate  developable  land  exists  in  Great  Falla  to 

e  |j  accomodate  base  expansion  and  the  new  housing  requirements 
7  in  the  community. 

0  j!  Land  removed  from  agricultural  use  would  include  .  6  to  j 

9  I'  1.6  acres  per  launch  facility  and  six  hundred  acres  adjacent  ! 

10  to  Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base  for  the  training  area.  This  is  ! 
tl  j,  not  considered  significant.  However,  the  overall  impact 

12  on  rural  land  use  could  vary,  depending  on  which  launch 

13  jj  facilities  are  used.  The  expanded  safety  easements  at  twenty] 
i*  ;]  of  the  two  hundred  launch  facilities  contain  a  total  of 

I1  i 

15  •  forty-four  inhabited  facilities.  If  these  twenty  launch 
is  facilities  were  selected,  the  impact  could  be  significant. 

17  |(  However,  as  noted  earlier  and  noted  in  the  handout  that  we  | 
is  |i  provided  to  you,  the  proposed  set  of  launch  facilities  for  j 
19  ij  each  action  does  not  include  an  inhabited  facility  within  | 
90  j  the  expanded  safety  zone. 

i[ 

21  jj  Recreation:  An  analysis  of  both  regional  and  local  j 

22  !  recreation  facilities  was  conducted  to  determine  whether 

23  jj  existing  facilities  had  sufficient  capacity  to  absorb 

24  ,j  additional  demands  generated  by  the  program  related  in- 

25  >  migrants.  Existing  use  statistics  for  regional  recreational  j 


areas  of  the  north-central  Montana  region  were  obtained 
from  federal,  state  and  regional  park  and  recreational 
agencies.  Local  recreational  capacities  were  determined 
through  field  surveys  and  parkland  and  recreation  facility 
inventories.  Program  generated  demand  was  then  determined 
and  compared  with  existing  capacities. 

In  both  cases  the  increase  in  demand  was  not  considered 
significant  with  the  exception  of  some  impacts  on  tennis 
courts  and  softball  fields  in  the  Great  Falls  area. 

The  next  area  of  concern  was  the  visual  impict.  We 
used  in  this  particular  c >se  a  modification  of  the  Bureau 
of  Land  Management's  visual  resources  management  methodology 
In  this  case,  the  results  were  determined  to  be  not 
significant. 

The  next  area  of  study  was  the  cultural  and  paleonto¬ 
logical  resources.  The  program  effects  on  prehistoric,  ^ 

historic  and  architectural ,  Native  American  and  paleonto-  | 
logical  resources  were  evaluated.  Available  data  and  field  | 
reconnaissance  and  surveys  were  used  to  characterize  j 

existing  conditions.  j 

Prehistoric  resource  sensitivities  were  identified  by  j 
using  a  computer  model  to  estimate  the  likelihood  of 
encountering  sites  throughout  the  study  area.  ' 

Information  on  historic  bridges  was  obtained  from  the 
Montana  Highway  Department.  And  some  historic  structures 
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1 

I 

,  . 

were  evaluated  through  field  reconna issance . 

2  i 

Paleontological  resource  distributions  were  estimated 

3 

by  identifying  known  fossil  localities  and  by  mapping  the 

4  J 

regional  extent  of  known  fossil-bearing  deposits.  The 

5 

'  relative  importance  of  the  fossils  and  their  pattern  of 

8 

,  distribution  within  the  deposits  was  considered  in  assessing 

7  ! 

impacts. 

8 

Native  American  resources  were  identified  from  existing 

9  ! 

:  ethnographic  information.  Appropriate  tribal  representatives 

io  ! 

! 

were  contacted  for  additional  information  on  the  location 

and  sensitivity  of  various  sites. 

12 

The  proposed  action  has  the  potential  to  significantly 

13 

affect  some  prehistoric,  historic,  paleontological  and 

« 

Native  American  resources,  primarily  as  a  result  of  construc¬ 

15 

tion  related  ground  disturbance.  1 

18 

Prehistoric  sites  are  most  likely  to  be  effected  by  j 

'7 

bridge  construction  at  river  crossings.  In  addition  thirty-  j 

18 

eight  launch  facilities  are  located  on  landforms  where 

19 

prehistoric  artifacts  are  commonly  found 

20 

Of  the  bridges  that  could  be  effected  by  deployment 

21 

activities,  one  is  eligible  for  listing  in  the  National 

22 

Register  of  Historic  Places,  and  six  are  potentially  eli¬ 

23 

gible. 

24 

Since  f oss 1 1 -bear i ng  areas  are  located  within  the 

25 

deployment  area,  there  is  a  possibility  of  disturbing  mate- 
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1  j  rials  important  to  the  scientific  community.  j 

2  ,  And  last,  a  variety  of  Native  American  groups  have 

3  historic  ties  to  the  north-central  Montana  region.  And 

4  some  of  these  groups  responded  to  a  request  for  a  statement 

5  j  of  their  concerns.  No  known  sacred  sites  are  expected  to 

6  ,  be  affected  by  ground  disturbance.  However,  some  sites 

7  jj  might  be  impacted  by  noise  and  visual  intrusions.  However, 

•  ]j  it  should  be  noted  here  that  most  Native  American  concerns  1 

S  : 

9  i:  focuses  on  the  possibility  of  accidentally  encountering 

!;  i 

10  |!  burials  during  construction.  In  the  event  of  such  an 

n  I  encounter,  the  Air  Force  policy  would  be  to  seek  re-burial 

12  I  through  consultation  with  the  appropriate  American  Indian  j 

13  I  group.  j 

u  ']  Impacts  on  vegetation,  wildlife,  aquatic  habitats, 

is  j  unique  and  sensitive  habitats,  and  threatened  and  endangered  j 
is  species  were  studied.  Information  on  these  resources  was 
17  ;  gathered  for  areas  of  potential  direct  surface  disturbance 
is  on  Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base,  at  launch  facilities,  along 

19!1  transporter-er**ctor  routes  and  along  access  roads.  Potential 
20  indirect  disturbance  due  to  program  induced  development 
?i  ,  and  increased  recreational  use  of  important  habitats  was 

22  also  investigated.  Information  was  gathered  through  field 

23  !  studies,  analysis  of  aerial  photographs,  interviews  with 

24  .  native  resource  agencies  and  recognized  experts  and  by 

25  ’  reviewing  appropriate  published  materials. 
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expected  to  be  significant.  Several  small  areas  of  sensitive 

1 

vegetation  may  be  disturbed)  including  forests,  ripsrian 

4 

habitat,  and  native  grassland. 

5 

Some  wildlife  will  probably  be  temporarily  disturbed 

, 

at  launch  facilities  that  occur  in  sensitive  wildlife 

1 

habitats.  Including  some  areas  where  big  game  seek  winter 

6 

shelter.  Because  only  small  areas  would  be  affected,  overall 

9 

species  populations  should  recover  quickly  from  the  disturb- 

10 

ance  and  return  to  those  areas  at  densities  close  to  pre- 

11 

construction  level. 

12 

Construction  at  launch  facilities  and  bridges  may  have 

13 

some  short-duration  impacts  on  fisheries  and  wetlands. 

14 

However,  no  unique  and  sensitive  habitat-  should  be  directly 

15 

disturbed  by  this  program. 

16 

Program  induced  growth  in  Great  Falls,  Montana  would 

IT 

cause  increased  hunting  and  fishing  in  t-he  area;  primarily 

'• 

in  the  Belt  and  Highwood  mountains,  the  Benton  Lake  National 

IB 

Wildlife  Refuge,  and  along  the  Missouri  River.  These 

20 

population  related  impacts  should  not  significantly  effect 

21 

big  game  or  fisheries  in  the  area,  because  much  of  the  wild- 

22 

life  can  withstand  the  increased  hunting  and  fishing.  Pur- 

23 

thermore,  hunting  and  fishing  of  sensitive  wildlife  is 

24 

regulated  by  permit  or  management  systems  to  protect  their 

25 

populations . 
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COL.  BRISTOL:  Col.  Walsh,  you  have  five  minutes 

2 

remaining.  You  might  want  to  begin  your  summarization. 

3 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  In  the  area  of  qeology,  while  in 

4 

the  short-term  we  could  s«e  some  soil  erosion  at  some 

5 

sites  and  of  course,  sosie  depletion  of  aggregate  resources 

e 

i  as  the  work  on  the  roads  continued.  We  saw  that  overall, 

i 

!  in  the  long-term,  the  impect  would  not  be  significant. 

9 

Although,  we  would  have  some  short-term  significant 

9 

impacts  to  resource  aggregates.  j 

10 

In  the  area  of  air  quality  and  noise,  the  final  results  j 

11 

were  determined  to  be  not  significant  o..  both  resources.  j 

12 

Moving  on  to  alternative  one.  In  this  particular  case 

13 

the  alternative  involved  deployment  of  two  hundred  hard 

14 

mobile  launchers  In  pre-engineered  buildings.  The  direct  i 

53 

employment  impacts  during  the  operational  phase  would  be  j 

16 

about  nine  hundred  pe  sonnel  less  than  the  proposed  action  ^ 

17 

and  total  employment  Income  and  spending  would  be  comparably^ 

18 

reduced. 

18 

Trogram  related  school  enrollments  »»uld  be  about  three  i 

2D 

hundred  fifty  students  lower  than  the  proposed  action. 

21 

However,  overall  impacts  were  judged  to  be  similar  to  thoss 

77 

described  in  the  proposed  action. 

23 

The  most  important  area  here  it  that  t-he  potential  for  j 

24 

rural  land  use  impacts  associated  wi ‘.n  the  expanded  safety  j 

23 

zones.  This  safety  zone  extends  1  feet  from  the  pre- 
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Section  7  wf  the  Endangered  Species  Act  of  1973  re¬ 
quires  the  evaluation  of  potential  program  impacts  on 
threatened  and  endangered  species.  Five  species  listed  as 
threatened  or  endangered  were  identified  by  the  U.S.  Fish 
and  '.'ildllfe  Service  as  potentially  occurring  in  the  area 
of  study. 

However .  asses seen t  indicated  that  we  would  have  no 
threat  to  the  continued  existence  of  these  threatened  and 
endangered  species,  end  the  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  has 
concurred  with  this  assessment.  ! 

In  the  area  of  water  resources  we  looked  at  water  J 

use,  surface  water  and  groundwater.  The  impacts  were  j 

assessed  by  compering  program  requirements  with  total  water 
use  in  the  region. 

The  quality  and  quantity  of  surface  and  groundwater 
in  the  area  was  evaluated  from  information  obtained  from  ^ 
several  national  data  bases.  This  informatior.  'ombined 
with  interpretations  from  aerial  photographs  and  site  studies! 
was  used  to  i«-e»'tify  construction  related  impacts,  such  as  j 
sedimentation  in  rivers  end  streasn .  Computer  model  studies  j 
were  performed  to  evaluate  effects  on  stormwater  in  areas  j 
of  major  construction  at  Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base- 

Overall,  it  was  determined  that  there  would  be  Minimal  ; 
impact  on  the  degradation  of  groundwater.  And  overall  the  j 
impact  was  determined  to  be  not  significant. 
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engineered  buildings.  So  thersfore,  we  have  the  potential  I 
of  impacting  inhabited  facilities  et  thirty-seven  launch  ! 

facilities. 

Again,  every  effort  has  been  made  to  avoid  these 

i 

inhabited  facilities.  And  as  noted  in  the  handout,  the 
proposed  set  of  launch  facilities  avoids  those  launch 
facilities  that  have  inhabited  facilities  within  the  expanded; 
safety  zone. 

In  alternative  two,  we're  looking  at  two  hundred  fifty 
HMLa  being  deployed  on  one  hundred  twenty-five  launch  facili-; 
ties.  In  this  particular  case  socioeconomic  impacts  are 
slightly  higher  because  a  larger  number  of  personnel  are  j 

coming  to  town  to  operate  the  system. 

The  major  feature  here  to  note  is  the  increased  poten¬ 
tial  for  the  relocation  of  homes  due  to  the  larger  number 
of  sites  being  used.  Again,  I  should  emphasise  that  in 
the  proposed  set  of  activities  we  have  avoided  those  sites 
that  have  inhabited  facilities  within  the  expanded  safety 
sons. 

In  the  alternative  three,  where  we're  using  all  two 
hundred  sites,  in  this  particular  case  the  most  important 
thing  to  note  is  that  we  cannot  avoid  inhabited  facilities. 

We  will  impact  Inhabited  facilities  at  twenty-five  of  the 
aites  since  we  have  to  go  to  ell  two  hundred. 

The  impacts  of  the  no-aetlon  alternative  have  been 
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1 

! 

included  in  the  EIS.  And  in  this  case,  we  will  have  the 

2  ■' 

continued  military  population  of  about  fifteen  percent  of 

3  ji 

the  community  of  Great  Falls  as  the  continued  operation  of 

4 

the  Minuteman  HI  and  Minuteman  II. 

jl 

S  j! 

We  have  looked  at  the  cumulative  impacts  of  the 

6i| 

peacekeeper  program  in  this  particular  case  to  be  approxi- 

4 

mately  an  extra  seven  hundred  people  assigned  to  the 

8 

Great  Falls  area.  There  will  be  increased  construction 

9  '' 

requirements  employing  about  two  hundred  fifty  additional 

10  j| 

personnel  during  the  construction  phase.  And  this  will 

11  '' 

also  contribute  to  the  shortfalls  in  the  financial  records 

12  '' 

of  the  city  of  Great  Falls,  the  Cascade  County  and  the 

13  !■ 

school  system  of  Great  Falls. 

14  " 

We  have  looked  at  the  safety  aspects  in  this  particular 

15 

document.  It  should  be  noted  here  that  we  have  looked  at 

16 

the  worst  case  scenario  where  we  have  a  tanker  truck  running 

17  ■ 

into  the  hard  missile  launcher.  We  have  looked  at  the 

<0 

worst  case  scenario  where  you  have  an  explosion  of  the 

19 

missile,  the  breakage  of  the  reentry  vehicle  and  a  possible 

1 

20 

aerosol ization  of  the  nuclear  material  that  is  contained  in 

1, 

21  i 

the  reentry  vehicle. 

27 

If  that  is  the  case,  there  will  be  an  increase  in, 

[ 

23  , 

particularly  if  it  occurs  in  an  urban  area,  there  will  be 

24  | 

an  increase  in  the  deaths  of  about  fourteen  per  million  peopH 

"[ 

exposed.  However,  the  chances  of  this  particular  accident 

<0 

!' 
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your  part  of  tonight's  hearing.  Thank  you. 
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1  occurring  are  about  one  in  one  hundred  billion. 

2  j,  And  the  last  point  we  should  bring  up  here  is  aitiga-  ( 

3  I1  tion  action.  He  have  identified  what  the  impacts  would  be 

*  ’  in  no  action  were  taken,  no  additional  action  were  taken. 

9  !|  However,  the  purpose  of  the  EIS  is  not  only  to  identify  what 

6  |,  the  iapacts  are,  but  also  to  propose  actions  where  we  can 

7  j;  aitigate  those  impacts. 

•  ’•  He  have  proposed  actions  for  all  the  significant  im- 

9\  pacts;  however,  we  have  not  made  the  reconmendations  to  the 

io  j.  city  or  to  the  local  authorities  as  to  what  they  should  do.  1 

j 

That  is  their  prerogative  as  to  haw  they're  going  to  meet 

12  or  how  they  wish  to  take  on  these  impacts.  But  having  made  j 

13  '  their  decision  as  to  how  they  wish  to  take  on  these  iapacts,  j 

is  then  the  Air  Force  is  coaa&itted  to  working  with  the  local  | 

15  :  authorities  to  implement  those  particular  mitigative  swa¬ 
ts  j!  suras.  f 

it  i.  That  concludes  my  presenta1  in. 

is  ji  COL.  BRISTOL:  Lee's  stand  up  and  take  a  break 

19  ;|  for  about  ten  minutes.  I,  again,  ask  you  if  you  can,  if 

20  j'  you'd  like  to  rill  out  one  of  these  comment  sheets  and 

2t  j;  either  give  it  to  Captain  Ikon  or  on;:  of  the  individuals 

22  j|  in  the  Air  Force  uniforms  to  the  rear.  Or  if  you'd  like  to 

23  i1  bring  it  up  to  the  front  and  give  it  to  me,  I  will  use  them 

24  j  as  the  primary  basis  of  identifying  people  and  asking  ques- 

25  I]  tions  and  then  making  statements  in  the  second  part,  that  is 
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COL.  BRISTOL:  We  now  turn  to  whet  I  call  the 


14  'i 

\- 

ie  ; 

m  <i 


20  j 

21  : 


second  part,  or  your  part,  of  the  hearing,  beginning  with  an  j 
opportunity  for  you  to  get  any  questions  in  your  mind  about 
either  the  briefing  or  the  Draft  EIS  clarified,  And  I'm 
going  to  use  these  comment  sheets  to  call  upon,  first  %>f 
all  individuals  who  indicated  a  desire  to  ask  a  question. 

As  I  call  your  name,  if  you'd  come  forward  to  the  mlcro- 
phone.  state  your  name,  clearly,  so  our  court  reporter 
can  gat  it  for  the  record,  spell  it  if  you  think  it's  one 
that  we  eight  not  be  able  to  spell  correctly  the  first 
or  second  time  and  then  go  ahead  and  ask  your  question, 
directing  it  to  me.  I'll  in  turn  open  up  the  panel  for 
response.  And  Col.  Nalsh  will  either  respond  or  he'll  desig¬ 
nate  a  member  of  his  tea*  who*  he ’ 1 1  introduce  to  make  the 
response. 

We'll  take  about  forty  to  forty-five  minutes.  For 
those  of  you  who  have  more  than  one  question  I'll  give 
you  an  opportunity  to  ask  a  couple.  For  those  of  you  who 
signed  up  and  you  want  to  make  a  statement  as  well  as  a 
question,  I'll  put  yours  in  the  statement  pile  as  soon  as 
we  finish  with  the  q-iestions.  You'll  have  a  chance  to  come 
back  again.  But  I'll  ask  that  the  statements  be  deferred 
until  after  we've  used  this  forty  isinutes  or  so  to  get  all 
of  the  questions  out  of  the  way. 

Bob  Williams . 
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MR.  WILLIAMS:  Good  evening.  Col.  Bristol. 

COL.  BRISTOL;  Good  evening.  I  should  have  said 
Senator  Bob  Williaas. 

MR.  WILLIAMS:  That's  okay,  we  just  got  out  of 
aeaaion  a  few  days  ago,  so  it’s  back  to  Bob  Williams, 
again. 

I  really  didn't  have  anything  to  coament  on,  other 
than  we  ware  invited  to  attend  the  aeaaion.  And  I  saa  my 
wife  ]ust  walked  in,  she  was  at  a  BLM  meeting,  covering 
that  for  *».  But  we  felt  that  —  I  guess,  to  back  up  a 
little  bit,  the  —  on  the  printout  you  have  here,  the 
senatorial  district  that  I  cover  would  look  to  me  like  we 
have  about  forty  percent  of  your  proposed  missiles  in  that 
area;  Judith  Basin  and  Fergus  County. 

And  I  guess  one  of  my  questions,  I  would  guess,  I  was 
raised  when  the  Minuteman  came  in.  And  we  worked  with  them 
to  serve  the  electricity  to  them,  we  still  do,  we  live 
with  them,  and  I  see  no  problem  with  them  at  all.  Except, 
my  biggest  problm m  is  in  the  transporation.  And  it  just 
seems  to  me  like  —  I  live  out  west.  I  live  at  Hobson 
snd  so  I  travel  to  Great  Palls  quits  frequently.  In  the 
summer  snd  winter,  any  time  the  roads  are  good  or  bad. 

And  we  have  a  lot  of  trouble,  it  seems  to  mm  lika 
with  e  lot  of  the  Air  Force  drivers  that  do  coawe  in.  If 
you're  raised  in  Orlando,  Florida  and  worked  at  Oianey  World, 
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'<  you  come  up  here  and  you  get  in  a  ground  blizzard,  you 
kind  of  panic. 

And  we  do  have  some  roads  between  Stanford  and  Hobson, 
one  section  of  that  road  was  built  in  1932,  one  in  *35,  and 
one  of  it  in  *37.  I  respect  the  State  Highway  Department 
for  what  they're  trying  to  do  with  it.  1  appreciate  their 
1  limitations. 

But  it  would  seem  to  me  —  X  think  I  heard  a  figure 
of  one  billion  dollars  run  across  the  table  up  there,  in 
the  Colonel's  presentation  —  it  would  seem  to  me  like  maybe 
s  few,  very  few,  million  dollars  to  upgrade  the  roads  in 
the  ares  to  where  we're  not  going  to  have  a  potential  for 
a  fatality,  an  additional  fatality,  due  to  the  addad  traffic 
in  the  missile  traffic  that  will  be  on  the  road.  I  will 
have  to  state  that  I'm  sure  that  a  lot  of  the  roads  are 
built  on  road  counts.  But  if  you  ever  travel  from  Stanford 
this  way,  where  they're  trying  to  move  a  missile  erector, 
and  in  their  convaya,  you  may  stop  two  or  three  times  dead 
in  the  middle  of  the  road  tryinq  to  get  around  somebody. 

And  I  guess  my  main  concern,  I  would  say  I  certainly  back 
what  you're  doing,  but  my  main  concerns  are  the  roads  and 
I  understand  you're  going  to  upgrade  three  hundred  and  some 
bridges.  But  as  far  as  roads  wera  concerned,  I  suppose 
it’s  my  lack  of  knowledgs  is  why  I'm  here  tyring  to  find  out 
what  you  may  be  doing  them. 


J 

!'  I 

1  '!  COL-  BRISTOL:  So  the  question  would  be  to  what  j 

7  ;  extent  does  the  Air  Force  propose,  or  would  the  Air  Force 
be  willing  to  upgrade  some  of  the  primary  road  systems  in 
light  of  the  increased  transportation  with  these  launching 
vehicles? 

MR.  WILLIAMS:  Yes,  "alonel .  I  would  appreciate 
an  answer  to  that.  I  do  understand  that  the  State  Highway 
Department  has  an  angineer  working  with  the  Air  Force  et 
this  time. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you.  Senator.  Col.  Walah?  I 
COL.  WALSH:  The  Air  Force  has  initiated  the 
defense  access  roads  process.  This  is  a  process  by  which 
wa  prepare  a  report,  basically,  states  our  requiremanta  as 
far  as  where  we  would  like  to  go  from,  where  and  to.  We 
also  specify  the  type  of  vehicle  or  vehicles  that  would  be 
utilising  the  roads  and  the  frequency  of  those  ur.es. 

Thst  report  is  qiven,  first  of  all,  to  a  DOO  Agency, 
the  Military  Traffic  Management  Command,  who  in  turn  passes  ik 
through  the  Federsl  Hiqhway  Department  to  the  State  Highway 
Department.  The  State  Highway  department  is  presently 
assessing  how  they  would  meet  the  needs  of  tha  Air  Force,  j 
how  to  accomodate  our  requirements  as  well  as  the  continuing 
requirements  of  the  people  living  in  the  communities.  They 
intend  to  have  that  particular  assessment  completed  by 
December  of  this  year.  At  which  tima  we  will  .tart  making 
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unacceptable  damage  on  him,  and  thereby  he  would  not  attack 

2 

But  we  are  looking  for  the  states  to  com  back  to  us 

2 

us  in  the  first  place. 

3  1 

with  how  they  intend  to  meet  our  needs,  but  also  to 

3 

We  feel  that  with  this  particular  system,  that  with  its 

* 

accommodate  the  needs  of  the  community.  Thank  you. 

4 

ability  to  dash,  and  to  gain  access  to  larger  quantities 

5  , 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Joan  Thomas.  If  I  were  Monte  Hall, 

5 

of  land,  that  it  would  be  impossible  for  the  Soviet  targetmer 

6 

I  would  say  come  on  down. 

6 

to  successfully  attack  our  system.  And  knowing  that  he 

7  i 

MS.  THOMAS:  I’d  like  to  question  --  I’d  like  to 

7 

cannot  successfully  attack,  he  will  never  attack  in  the 

e  ! 

question  the  so-called  survivability  of  this  mobile  missile. 

• 

first  place. 

c : 

given  that  either  in  the  last  hearing  or  anywhere  in  the 

9 

So  the  answer  to  your  first  question  is  that  there 

10  i 

Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement  was  there  an  answer 

to 

would  be  severe  loss  of  life  and  property,  but  through  the 

11  1 

to  the  question  on  the  amount  of  area  that  would  be  destroyed 

11 

system  we  insure  that  it  never  occurs  in  the  first  place. 

12 

if,  even  there  was  one  nuclear  bomb  dropped  here  in  Central 

12 

Thank  you. 

”1 

Montana.  I  was  wondering  how  large  an  area  could  be 

13 

MS.  THOMAS:  So,  it  was  just  my  understanding 

14  | 

destroyed  and  would  there  be  anything  left  of  Montana. 

14 

that  the  reason  why  you  were  iookinq  this  Midgetman 

15 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you.  Col.  Walsh? 

15 

system  is  one  of  the  factors  which  you  state  was  because  of 

16 

COL.  WALSH :  Yes.  The  answer  to  your  question 

16 

its  survivability.  Then,  is.  in  my  interpretation  is  wrong 

17 

is  that  given  a  nuclear  attack,  the  devastation  throughout 

17 

then,  I  thought  you  meant  because  it  was  able  to  move 

'9 ; 

this  entire  country  would  be  just  devastating.  There  would 

10 

around  a  larger  area,  it  was  more  survivable  in  the  event 

19  ; 

be  severe  loss  of  life,  and  lifestyle  as  we  know  it,  would 

19 

of  an  attack. 

20 1 

no  longer  continue. 

20 

COL.  WALSH:  The  method  by  which  to  achieve 

21  i, 

It  is  for  that  very  reason  that  we  are  deploying  the 

21 

survivability  is  that  it  can  go  over  large  areas.  It  would 

22 

small  ICBM  to  insure  that  we  have  deterrence. 

22 

be  impossible  for  the  Soviets,  with  their  reconnaissance 

23 

The  way  we  achieve  deterrence  is  to  insure  the  system 

23 

systems  to  pinpoint  where  the  vehicle  is  and  then  re-target 

2*  ;; 

is  survivable  so  that  whoever  is  the  attacker  would  know 

* 

their  missiles  to  attack  it. 

25  i 

that  we  have  sufficient  resources  available  to  impose 

25 

MS.  THOMAS:  But  say  they  just  drop  one,  I  mean. 

i1 
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’  ,  how  big  an  area  would  they  get?  Maybe  they  would  get  — 

, 

doing  so,  they  would  allow  other  aspects  of  our  triad  to 

2  i;  you  know,  they  couldn’t  get  all  two  hundred  with  one.  Then 

2 

survive. 

3  i.  I  really  don’t  have  any  concept. 

3 

COL.  BRISTOL:  You're  going  to  have  to  coma  down 

4  COL.  WALSH:  No,  they  could  not.  j 

4 

to  the  microphone. 

*■  MS.  THOMAS:  Thank  you. 

s 

COL.  WALSH:  For  the  second  — 

e  COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you.  Sally  Karinen,  or  j 

• 

MS.  KARINEN:  I  just  wanted  to  say,  like  we 

7  '  something  close  to  that? 

- 

wouldn’t  survive.  Any  of  us  here  would  all  be  dead.  But 

8  MS.  KARINEN:  I  have  one  question.  I  wondered 

’ 

the  mi'^iles  would  survive,  right? 

9  what  the  term  overpressures  means.  And  you  used  that  up  | 

9 

COL.  WALSH:  As  I  indicated  earlier,  the  prime 

to  there. 

10 

purpose  of  this  system  is  deterrence  and  by  makinq  the  enemy 

n  i  And  I  also  wondered  how  you're  going  to  conduct  the 

11 

know  that  he  cannot  kill  the  system  and  you  can  impose 

12  convoy  of  the  vehicles  with  the  HML  and  all  the  things  that 

12 

unacceptable  damage  on  him.  he  would  not  attack  in  the  first 

13  go  in  front  of  it  and  behind  it.  Like,  is  t>  at  going  to 

13 

place.  That  is  our  prism  reason  for  being  here. 

14  ;  be  slow-moving  or  fast-moving?  Are  we  going  to  have  to 

14 

is  •  wait  behind  it  and  in  front  of  it?  I  --  would  you  describe 

15 

MS.  KARINEN:  But  we  would  all  be  dead. 

is  that  a  little  bit? 

18 

i7  COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you.  Col.  Walsh? 

17 

I  would  like  to  call  upon  Col.  Isaacson. 

IS  COL.  WALSH  j  The  answer  to  your  first  question. 

» 

COL.  ISAACSON:  I’m  Lt.  Col .  Ron  Isaacson  from 

19  overpressure,  that  would  be  the  biant  that  would  be  created  i 

19 

SAC  Headquarters  and  ay  job  is  to,  first  before  I  answer 

20  by  a  nuclear  explosion.  So  thess  vehicles  have  the  ability  i 

20 

that  question,  is  to  develop  operational  concepts  for  the 

2i  to  withstand  siqnificant  overpressures  and  thereby  survive 

Small  ICBM  and  also  state  the  requirements  for  th.»t  system. 

22  a  nuclear  attack.  In  other  words ,  you  could  not  put  several 

22 

As  far  as  the  convoy  is  concerned,  the  way  we  envision 

23  or  few  nuclear  missiles,  or  the  Soviets  couldn't  use  a  few 

23 

this  is  that  with  the  inherent  security,  if  that’s  the 

24  missiles  and  kill  the  system.  They  wou‘«1  have  to  use  an 

question,  I  believe  it  was  the  convoy,  wasn't  it? 

n  inordinate  number  of  their  missiles  to  at’’  It.  And  in 

25 

COL-  BRISTOL:  Yes. 
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COL.  ISAACSON:  With  the  inherent  security  that 
is  being  designed  into  the  system,  that  is  denial  to  get 
to  the  warhead  itself  by  any  attacker,  that  we  can  have  a 
very  sull  convoy  back  and  forth  between  the  base  and  the 
launch  facilities.  That  Mans,  that  3  would,  the  way  our 
concept  is  envisioned,  we  would  have  just  simply  a  road 
escort,  a  lead  vehicle,  followed  by  the  hard  mobile  launcher 
and  a  trailer  vehicle.  And  that  is  primarily  —  well 

only  for  the  safety  purposes.  To  insure  that  the  road  is 
cleared  ahead  of  the  vehicle  and  also  that  nobody  cosies 
up  from  behind  on  a  sharp  hill. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  I  think  one  other  aspect  of  the 
question.  Colonel,  is  whether  these  would  be  moving  slowly, 
or  can  you  give  an  estimate  of  the  speed  with  which  you 
think  the  convoy  — 

COL.  ISAACSON:  The  vehicle  has  the  capabilities 
to  move  at  highway  speeds.  Normal  highway  speeds.  I  just 
drove  up  from  Great  Palls,  and  I'm  not  sure  that  we  want 
to  drive  the  speed  that  we  were  driving  over  here  tonight, 
and  my  fellow  drivers.  It  will  go  at  a  much  lower  speed 
than  that  in  the  convoy.  1  would  speculate  somewhere  between 
twenty-five  and  thirty  miles  an  hour,  that's  the  way  we 
envision  it,  back  and  forth  to  the  base.  There  will  not  be 
that  many  convoys,  there  will  be  patrols  and  they  will 
likely  be  done  during  the  least  travelled  hours  of  the  day. 


COL.  BRISTOL:  Elly  Malkowiak. 

MS.  WALKOWIAX:  Audrey.  I  will  spell  that  for 
you,  it's  W-a-2 -fc-o-w-i-a-k .  j 

Good  evening.  In  your  presentation  today,  in  the 
EIS  you  sutmitted,  you  discussed  that  there  would  be  a 
significant  impact  of  short -duration  on  the  transportation 
resource.  This  would  be  hard  siobile  launchers  moving  back 
end  forth  to  Nalsmtrom  Air  Force  Base  for  repairs.  Has  there 
been  any  plans  or  consideration  giving  to  having  satellite 
maintenance  sites  within  Lewis town,  Fergus  County,  to 
offset  som  of  the  safety  road  hazard  conditions  as  well 
as  save  the  Air  Force  quite  a  bit  of  money  from  travel  back 
end  forth.  If  there  has,  please  let  sm  know  and  if  there 
hasn't,  please  explain  why  not. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you.  Col.  Walsh. 

COL.  WALSH:  I  had  a  similar  input  earlier  this 
evening,  I  think  that  is  a  very  valid  input  as  a  way  to 
mitigate  som  of  the  iaqmcta  that  could  occur  from  the  move¬ 
ment  of  the  vehicle  back  and  forth  to  Malmstrom  Air  Force 
Base.  And  it  certainly  will  be  included  in  our  document  as  s 
mitigative  measure  for  the  Air  Force  to  consider.  Thank  you.j 

MS.  WALKOWIAX:  I  guess  I  also  speak  from  a  j 

I 

selfish  point  of  view,  in  the  sense  that  there  are  only  j 

expected  to  be  twenty  to  one  hundred  new  people  in  Lew is town  j 
by  the  year  1992-95.  And  so.  from  this  point  of  view,  1  ■ 
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would  like  to  see  some  more  economic  benefit  to  this  area. 

I! 

2  ji  And  I  think  the  Air  Force  has  been  grand  in  trying  to  help 

J; 

3  ]j  the  people  assimilate  these  types  of  things  into 

ij 

4  |;  their  communities.  And  as  such,  this  would  be  a  very  good 

![ 

5  benefit  for  us  to  have.  Thank  you. 

S  j  COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you. 

7  |j  COL.  WALSH:  Thank  you. 

$  j;  COL.  BRISTOL:  Kraig  Kruger. 

g  ;  MR.  KROGER:  Good  evening.  Kraig  Kruger.  First 

i0  off,  given  the  sexual  preference  of  many  airmen,  is  it  true 
>i  1  that  we  might  experience  an  epidemic  of  AIDS  in  north- 
12  central  Montana  when  this  deployment  period  takes  place? 

O  COL.  BRISTOL:  Col.  Walsh? 

14  COL.  WALSH:  I  don't  thick  it's  appropriate  for  me 
is  to  answer  that  question. 

15  MR.  KRUGER:  You  don’t  have  any  lata  on  that  then? 

17  COL.  BRISTOL:  What  was  the  question  aqain,  Kr-Ug? 

,8  MR.  KRUGER:  Given  the  sexual  preference  of  many 

19  airmen,  is  it  true  that  we  might  expect  an  epidemic  of 
jo  AIDS  in  central  Montana  at  the  deployment  time  for  the 
;i  Midgetman  and  the  hard  ro'ol  le  launcher? 

n  COL.  BRISTOL:  Go  ahead  with  your  next  question. 

23  I'm  sure  that  you  have  more  than  just  that. 

74  MR.  KRUGER:  Why  can't  we  answer  thet  one? 

25  COL.  BRISTOL:  I  Just  don't  think  it's  pertinent 


to  these  proceedings.  What  do  you  mean  by  the  sexual 
preference  of  many  airmen?  Are  you  imply ing  homosexual? 

MR.  KRUGER:  perhaps,  yes. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  1  don't  think  there's  any  data 
to  support  that  there's  any  greater  hosusexuel  percentages 
in  the  military  than  without.  It  may  be  just  the  opposite. 

But  go  ahead  with  the  next  question. 

MR.  XRUGER:  Would  you  have,  then,  any  data  on 
how  many  high  school  graduates  would  perhaps  forego  higher 
education  to  become  male  or  female  prostitutes  for  the 
diraan  In  the  area? 

COL.  WALSH:  Again,  I  don’t  think  that's  an 
appropriate  question  to  answer. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Kraig,  we  want  to  answer  all  ques¬ 
tions  that  have  any  pertinence.  And  your  questions  are 
going  to  be  a  sitter  of  record.  But  I  guess  whet  it's 
going  to  amount  to  is  that  we’re  not  going  to  be  prepared 
to  answer  thet  one.  I  don’t  think  we  came  prepared  to 
answer  that  question  tonight.  And  if  it's  going  to  be 
answered  it  will  just  have  to  be  answered  at  a  subsequent 
time. 

MR.  KRUGER:  Was  it  just  an  oversight  that  you 
chose  for  the  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement,  Tetra 
Tech  who  Is  operating  under  a  clear  conflict  of  interest 
being  e  subsidiary  of  Honeywell  who  has  a  large  contract 
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1  :i  for  —  well,  one  of  the  subsystems  for  the  Midgetman? 

2  ji  COL.  BRISTOL:  Col.  Walsh. 

3  j,  COL  WALSH:  I  would  like  to  ask  Major  Van  Hess  to 

4  )':  answer  that  question. 

ji-  KAJ.  VAN  NESS:  Yes,  thank  you.  May  name's  Major 

6  f  Jim  Van  Ness.  I’m  an  attorney  with  the  AFRCE.  I  welcome  the 
T  ij  opportunity  to  clarify  some  of  the  points  that  have  been  made 
s  ;;  in  the  popular  press  about  the  potential  conflict  of  interest  | 


I'm  going  to  do  so  rather  completely.  You  may  perhaps 
learn  more  than  you  may  want  to  learn  by  virtue  of  my  answer, ! 
but  I'd  like  to  do  this  as  completely  as  possible. 

In  1986,  Tetra  Tech  made  up  one  of  four  divisions  under  i 
Honeywell's  marine  systems  group.  A  separate  division  of  ! 

t 

Honeywell's  marine  systems  group,  the  space  and  strategic  \ 
avionics  division  for  part  of  1986  was  one  of  three  aerospace 
contractors  under  contract  to  the  Air  Force  to  do  concept 

development  work  on  the  possible  use  of  ring  laser  gyrotech-  j 

I 

nology  for  missile  navigation.  This  relationship  did  not,  in j 
our  opinion,  disqualify  Tetra  Tech  from  doing  the  enviorn-  I 
mental  impact  analysis  for  the  Small  ICBM  system  for  several  | 
reasons;  one,  the  ring  laser  gyro  concept  development  work  j 
was  in  no  way  dependent  on  the  decision  to  actually  deploy  i 
the  Small  ICBM.  In  fact,  the  concept  development 
contracts  expired  even  before  the  Legislative  Environ¬ 


mental  Impact  Statement  for  the  Small  ICBM  was  transmitted 
to  Congress. 

Two,  Honeywell,  Incorporated  was  in  1986  totally 
eliminated.  In  October  of  1986.  Totally  eliminated  from 
further  work  on  the  Small  ICBM  navigation  system.  Before 
the  EIS  wss  complete  end  even  before  the  Draft  Envirotssental 
impact  Statement,  which  is  the  subject  of  tonight’s  hearing 
was  even  begun. 

Third,  even  prior  to  Gc tuber,  1986  Tetra  Tech  had 
complete  authority  to  manage  its  day-to-day  affairs.  Mo 
one  in  Honeywell’s  marine  system  group,  let  alone  the 
avionics  division  reviewed  any  portion  of  the  work  product 
prepared  by  Tetra  Tech  in  support  of  Legislative  Environ¬ 
mental  Impact  Statement. 

Fourth,  and  s»st  importantly,  this  EIS  is  an  Air  Force  j 
document.  Tetra  Tech  was  merely  retained  by  the  Air  Force 
to  provide  technical  assistance  in  the  preparation  of  the 
document .  The  Air  Force  independently  evaluated  both  the 
Legislative  Environmental  Impact  Statement  and  this  Draft  | 

Environmental  Impact  Statement  using  its  own  resource  i 

i 

specialists,  and  takes  full  and  complete  responsibility  for  i 
its  scope  and  contents.  j 

I  should  also  point  out  for  the  record  that  Tetra  Tech  j 
signed  conflict  of  interest  disclosure  statesmnts  prepared 
by  the  Air  Force  on  August  5,  1986  and  July  2,  1987  for  the 
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Legislative  Environmental  Impact  Statement  and  the  Draft  , 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  respectively. 

MR.  KRUGER:  On  the  transportation  of  the  hard  j 
mobile  launcher,  how  many  days  of  the  year  will  you  expect 
the  roadways  to  be  blocked  between  whichever  site  the 
missile  is  coming  from  and  Great  Falls?  And  some  sub¬ 
questions  that  you  didn't  address  earlier;  are  we  going 

i 

to  be  able  to  pass  this  entourag  Do  we  have  to  stop? 

Do  you  have  to  stay  behind  it7  Can  we  meet  and  pass  it?  [ 

Is  it  going  to  pull  over?  Just  exactly  in  practice,  how  is 

it  going  to  go  down  the  highway?  | 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Col.  Walsh? 

COL.  WALSH:  The  EIS  identified  the  movement  of 
the  transporter  on  the  road  as  a  matter  of  concern.  If  you 
just  take  the  pure  mathematics  of  the  deployment  of  two  hun¬ 
dred,  and  we’re  indicating  initially,  but  one  trip  per  year 
back  to  the  base,  that  would  mean  two  hundred  out  of  three 
hundred  sixty-five  days  you  could  expect  to  have  a  transport¬ 
er  on  some  portion  of  the  roads  in  north-central  Montana. 

The  extent  of  the  interference  with  traffic,  of 
course,  is  goinq  to  be  dependent  upon  the  present  conditions 
of  those  roads  and  what  actions  the  State  Highway  Department 
takes  to  improve  those  roads.  There  are  other  mitigative  ! 
measures,  one  of  which  was  brouqht  up  tonight,  to  go  to 
satellite  maintenance  activities  which  would  further  minimise 


movements  on  the  roads.  As  far  as  the  actual  actions  on 
the  road,  of  course,  depending  upon  the  sixe  of  the  road 
and  the  type  of  the  road,  passing,  etcetera, will  be  allowed 
much  as  it  is  today  with  the  transporter-erector  for  the 
Minuteman  missile.  Thank  you. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Kraig,  why  don’t  we  come  back  to 
the  balance,  unless  it’s  one  related  to  this  one,  why  don't 
we  come  back  to  the  balance  of  your  question.  I’ve  got 
about  ten  others  that  would  like  to  ask  some  questions,  and 
then  we’ll  come  back.  I  see  you  wanted  to  make  a  statement 
at  well  and  we  can  combine  the  two  together. 

MR.  KRUGER:  Thank  you. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Mark  Hedgpeth . 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Would  you  spell  that  last  name 

please. 

MR.  HEDGPETH:  H-e- d-g-p-e-t-h . 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you. 

MR.  HEDGPETH :  I  think  this  question  has  been 
asked  before  and  probably  answered  a  few  times.  Concerned 
about  the  overall  wear  on  the  highways  and  byways.  The 
state  with  its  long  vehicles  supposedly  one  hundred  five 
feet  long  and  weighs  one  hundred  ton,  I  don't  know  how  many 
axles  it  has.  I  do  know  we  have  highway  regulations  on 
overall  lengths.  And  regulated  in  the  transportation  to 
people  that  haul  over  these  highways  have  to  pay  an  over 
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width  and  overweight  load  halt  on  all  thaic  ovtr  daal .  I 
wonder  how  tha  Ait  Force  la  going  to  pick  thia  up  on  thair 
tranaportation  of  thia  vahicla. 

COL.  WALSH i  X  didn't  quite  comprehend  that. 

Ara  you  asking  about  th#  overweight  vahicla? 

MB.  HIDGPBTH i  Tha  overweight,  ovar- length  ovar- 
width,  which  commercial  haulara  do  pay  extra  for  all  thair 
over- length.  thair  ovar -width,  apacial  paraita  to  aova 
their  vehicles  down  tha  road. 

COL.  MALSH i  Let  mm  answer  that  question,  than. 
First  of  all,  for  tha  normal  tranaportation.  back  and  forth 
to  tha  msintanance  aita.  tha  vahicla  will  ba  configurad 
so  that  tha  axle  load  satiafias  tha  atata  standarda. 

Sacond,  normally  when  a  commarcial  haular  paya  licanaa 
faaa,  It'a  for  tha  additional  maintananca  that  tha  stata 
may  ba  raquirad  to  parform  on  thoaa  roada  because  of  this 
type  of  vehicle.  In  this  particular  case,  tha  Air  Force, 
through  tha  defense  access  roads  process,  is  trying  to 
determine  what  tha  stata  needs  to  do  to  fix  the  roads  for 
our  system  and  then  we’ll  pay  the  stata  to  maka  those 
improvements  to  the  roed  for  our  system  to  use  it. 

MB.  HEDGPETH:  Thenk  you. 

COL.  BBISTOLi  Thank  you.  air. 

Thomas  E.  Longshore? 

MB.  LONGSHORE!  Gentlemen,  ity  name  is 
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Thomas  E.  Longshore  and  I *a  a  bualnaaaman  hare  in  Lew is town . 
I  also  work  part-time  for  tha  Law is town  Fire  Department  and 
tha  Lewi a  town  Ambulance  Service . 

Quick  comment,  I  agree  with  everything  that  you’re 
doing  and  1  think  wa  need  acre  of  them. 

How.  my  question  is,  dealing  with  tha  emergency 
services  what  plana  do  you  have  to  help  train  us  hare  in 
this  area  in  order  to  holp  you  in  case  of  an  incident.  You 
■Motioned  earn*  reel  high  astronomical  odds  of  something 
happening,  hut  myself,  I’ve  bean  on  several  runs,  ambulance 
runs,  where  one  of  tha  mobile  launcher  erectors  wee  on 
Its  side  at  Mlnifrmd. 

Thera  was  one  time  l  want  on  an  ambulance  run  where  a 
pickup  had  flipped  ovar  on  the  hill  going  towards  Forest 
Grove.  And  there  was  two-man  sensitive  material  with  the 
people  and  they  ware  injured  and  they  needed  treatment .  Me 
kind  of  had  a  hard  time  treating  them  bacausa  they  didn’t 
want  to  compromise  thair  aate-ial. 

Thera  was,  1  believe,  a  warhaad  transporter  that 
flopped  on  a  hill  out  near  Stanford  that  they  had  soete 
interesting  times  with.  And  also  one  of  your  armored  cars, 
one  time,  broke  open  on  a  wreck.  And  1  imagine  that  is 
all  a  matter  of  record. 

1  want  to  know  what  you’ve  got  set  up  to  train  us  to 
help  you  people  in  tha  case  that  southing  happens,  snd  it 
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probably  will  eventually.  So  that  we  can  access  your 
people  and  help  them  with  either  fire  or  emergency  medical 

I 

problem,  or  whatever  the  case  may  be. 

COL.  WALSH:  Col.  Isaacson,  would  you  take  that,  j 

please? 

COL.  ISAACSONi  The  concept  of  operation  ag,*in,  j 

t 

I’m  going  back  to  that  from  a  user's  perspective,  SAC,  we  st  j 
SAC,  of  course,  the  supervisor  for  Halmstrosi  Air  Force  Base 
•re  working  the  safety  issues,  both  with  the  ballistic  mis¬ 
siles  office  and  within  our  own  headquarters  to  Insure  that 
the  desiqn  incorporates  the  sort  of  thinqs  that  ara  necassary1 

i 

for  safety  and  to  mitigaee  the  sort  of  disasters  that  you  re  ; 
talking  about,  or  emergencies.  And  also  within  the 
buildings,  within  my  headquarters ,  we  are  also  working  the 
procedures,  if  you  will,  at  thia  time  to  determine  whet 
those  sort  of  emergencies  that  you  are  talking  about  could 
be.  Me  don’t  envision  this  being  more  of  a  problem  than  j 
Minutaman,  probably  lesa.  Thank  you  very  much. 

MB.  LONGSHORE]  Okay.  I  understand  what  you’re  | 

I 

saying,  but  accidents  do  happen  and  it  may  not  have  really  | 
come  into  the  planning  area  yet,  but  we  certainly  would 
appreciate  any  input  or  people  that  you  could  send  down 
to  train  us  in  order  to  help  you  people. 

COL.  ISAACSON:  That’s  what  I’m  trying  to  say.  1 
didn't  put  it  very  clear.  Ma  are  prepared  to  work  with  the 
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communities  for  those  sort  of  details.  And  we  have  the  over-  \ 
all  program. 

MR.  LONGSHORE t  Thank  you  very  much. 

COL.  MALSH:  Me  shell  make  aura  that  your  input  is 
considered  in  the  BIS  and  is  directed  to  the  appropriate  authorities. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Jeff  Sheldon? 

MR.  SHELDON;  I’m  going  to  kind  of  reiterate 
questions  thst  I  asked  at  tha  firet  scoping  hearing. 

Basically  bacausa  I  --  I'm  not  sure  that  1  got  enough  of  an 
answer  out  of  the  Draft  EI5.  The  question  1  asked  the  first 
time  around  is  why  a  California  firm  is  doing  tha  BIS  when 
Montana  firms  err  more  capable  end  better  qualified.  The 
answer  I  got  from  Mr.  Welsh  at  that  tima  was  —  waa  that  It 
was  —  Tatra  Tech  got  thst  on  s  competitive  bid.  Tet  I 
•it  here  tonight  and  listen  to  the  figure  of  eighty  percent 
of  the  people  in  the  program  in  Montana  being  Montanans. 

Yet  I  look  through  that  BIS  and  of  the  sixty-four  people 
that  prepared  that  statement,  not  a  single  one  is  a  Montanan. 
Hot  a  single  one  lives  in  Montana.  Not  a  single  one  went 
to  a  Montana  collage. 

I  guess  if  eighty  percent  of  the  Montanas  had  written 
it,  that  BIS,  maybe  we’d  be  placing  those  things  in  the 
Nape  Valley,  Golden  Gate  Bridge.  I  guess  --  ia  this  setting 
a  trend  or  Is  there  going  to  be  a  policy  implemented  to 
employ  Montanans  who  are  bearing  a  significant  amount  of  the 
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!;  risk,  system-wide  in  the  program? 

1 

[I 

:  t 

Montana  Natural  Heritage  program,  Morrison-Knudson  Engineers,} 

z 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you.  Col .  Walsh? 

1 

1 

|[  Nichols  and  Associate*,  and  Western  Technology  Engineering,  j 

3 

j  COL.  WALSH:  Yes.  Now,  to  your  first  question. 

3 

i;  again  trying  to  get  that  local  input  into  the  analysis.  j 

4 

there  was  a  national  competition  for  areas  say  environmental 

4 

j  So  that  we  understand  the  local  conditions  better  and  have  j 

5 

concerns  to  compete  for  this  particular  program.  At  the 

5 

a  more  accurate  projection  of  what  the  impacts  are. 

6 

j  time  we  had  the  competition  we  did  not  know  what  the 

6 

Now,  as  to  your  third  question,  with  respect  to  the 

7 

|  basinq  mode  was  going  to  be,  nor  did  we  know  the  locations. 

7 

percentage  that  I  quoted  this  evening  of  eighty  percent. 

e 

So  we  looked  at  companies  based  upon  their  ability,  proven 

6 

|  we  anticipate  being  Montana  residents  being  hired  by  this  j 

9 

j  ability,  to  do  this  job  of  the  calibre  that  we  wanted.  And 

9  • 

particular  program.  There  is  no  guarantee,  of  course,  1 

10 

j  to  do  it  basically  across  the  country. 

10 

that  it  will,  in  fact,  be  eighty  percent.  How  we  enacted 

" 

In  that  competition,  Tetra  Tech  won,  I  should  note. 

11 

j  that  analysis,  we  looked  at  what  the  needs  of  the  program  j 

12  ! 

;{  though,  that  they  have  had  extensive  experience  in  working 

12 

would  be  and  we  looked  at  the  availability  of  the  appro-  j 

13  : 

on  projects  in  the  Montana  area,  both  for  the  Anaconda 

j!  priate  labor  within  the  region  and  we  found  that  this  | 

14  ! 

Mining  Company  as  well  as  for  the  U.S.  Geological  Survey, 

14  j 

|  eighty  percent  of  the  case  there  is  available  labor  in 

15  1 

as  well  as  for  the  Environmental  Protection  Agency.  Further- 

15  j 

j  the  region  to  satisfy  our  requirements. 

"1 

more,  they  have  recognized  the  concern  that  you  have  raised. 

16  | 

now,  we  did  similar  work  in  Wyoming  and  the  percentages 

17  i 

[  As  a  matter  of  fact,  we  have  recognized  that  on  our  previous 

17 

were  approximately  the  same.  And  we  had  a  monitoring  j 

18  1 

{  ElSs .  You  just  can't  come  in  from  out  of  state  and  under- 

18  | 

effort,  in  Wyoming,  thi,  is  the  peacekeeper  end  »,««•»  I 

1»  1 

f  stand  the  intricacies  of  a  state  government,  state  financing 

, 

j  silo,  project  th,t  »uD,tanti«te«  that  particular  factor. 

20 

i  and  state  taxation.  So  it  makes  good  sense  to  hire  people 

20 

We  do  make  extra,  we  cannot  guarantee  work  to  Montana 

21 

j  from  the  local  area  so  you  have  a  better  understanding  of 

21 

!  companies  when  it  comes  to  the  construction  as  I  indicated 

2? 

j  what  the  impacts  might  be.  And  in  doing  they're  work. 

22 

to  you  in  the  scoping  meetings.  But  what  we  can  do  is 

23 

they  have  had  a  considerable  amount  of  sub-contractors , 

23 

package  our  bids  so  that  the  companies  from  Montana  can 

24  j 

1  including  such  people  as  Environmental  Systems  Research 

24 

!  compete.  we  can  package  them  no  thet  local  companies  will 

a! 

i 

Institute,  Ethnoscience,  Historical  Research  Institute, 

1  i 

25 

have  the  bonding  capacity  to  actually  make  a  hid.  We  can  j 
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also  work  with  the  companies  as  we  did  in  Wyoming,  to  teach  j 
them  how  to  compete,  or  how  to  bid  on  a  federal  project.  , 
With  this  type  of  action,  we  have  had  notable  success  in  * 

i 

Wyoming  with  about  seven  or  fifteen  prime  contracts  going 
to  Wyoming  companies,  and  sixty-five  subcontracts,  over 
fifty  percent  of  the  subcontracts  going  to  the  Wyoming 
companies. 

Again,  that  is  no  guarantee  of  what  is  going  to  happen  ! 
with  Montana.  But  we  can  make  that  concerted  effort  to  , 

make  sure  that  Montana  companies  are  competitive. 

I 

Thank  you.  f 

.MR.  SHELDON:  I  guess  just  as  a  quick  response  I 
to  that,  there’s  a  difference  of  being  asked  for  your  input  ! 
and  being  paid  twenty-eight  million  dollars  for  your  input. 

The  second  point  I’d  like  to  make  --  j 

col.  BRISTOL:  I’d  ask  until  the  statement  portion.! 
I  see,  Mr.  Sheldon  — 

MR.  SHELDON:  This  isn't  a  point.  It's  a  ques-  ; 


tion. 


COL.  BRISTOL:  I’m  just  getting  to  the  end  of 
the  questions  —  go  ahead. 

MR.  SHELDON:  It's  thirty  billion  dollars,  I 
ought  to  have  a  little  input. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Go  ahead. 

MR.  SHELDON:  I  would  like  to  see  —  I  guess  1 
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ask  to  see  a  non-deployment  option  identified  in  the  CIS  | 

that  spells  out  the  effects  of  spending  an  equivalent  j 

1 

amount  of  money  on  a  system  that’s  being  spent  on  this  j 

system  on  economic  development  and  infrastructure  in  the  I 

state.  Why  wasn’t  that  addressed  in  the  EIS?  Simple  j 

question,  j 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Col .  Walsh. 

COL.  WALSH:  The  no-action  alternative  was 
included  into  the  EIS.  NEPA  does  not  require  me  to  j 

look  at  other  ways  of  spending  the  money  that  was  required  j 
for  the  proposed  action  in  the  area.  Thank  you. 

MR.  SHELDON:  What’S  NEPA?  | 

COL.  WALSH:  HEPA  is  National  Environmental  Policy  • 

Act  under  which  we  are  preparing  the  Environmental  Impact  j 
Statement.  1 

HR.  SHELDON:  Okay.  I  also  had  a  question  about  ; 
the  trucks,  i’ll  pass  on  that  since  that’s  been  asked. 

I  guess  the  last  question  I’ll  ask  tonight  is  why  j 

why  is  not  a  significant  civil  defense  effort  been  included  ! 

in  this  program  and  why  haven’t  the  costs  of  that  been 
studied?  A  recent  PEMA  reported  stated  that  the  nation, 
as  a  whole,  would  survive  a  nuclear  attack  fairly  —  fairly 
reasonably  well,  except  for  Montana,  North  Dakota  and 
a  couple  other  locations-  It  just  seems  that  —  that  that's j  j 
an  extreme  indication  of  an  environmental  and  socioeconomic  I 
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impact  and  I'd  like  to  ace  you  mitiqate  that  and  I’d  like  to 

i 

2 

see  it  addressed  in  the  EIS. 

2 

3 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Col.  Walsh? 

3 

4 

COL.  WALSH:  That's  a  Congressional  decision  to 

4 

5 

institute  a  civil  defense  program  and  not  an  option  of  the 

•! 

ft 

Air  Force  at  this  time.  So  therefore,  it's  not  a  require- 

.i 

7 

ment  of  the  EIS  to  analyze  it  in  this  EIS. 

7 

ft 

MR.  SHELDON:  Your  —  your  study  would  influance 

ft 

9 

a  congressional  opinion,  I  would  expect,  though. 

• 

10 

COL.  BRISTOL:  I'm  sorry? 

10 

11 

MR.  SHELDON:  Your  study  would  influence  a 

11 

12 

Congressional  opinion  on  this,  correct?  If  they  had  the 

13 

13 

facts  in  a  study  like  this  they  could  make  a  decision. 

13 

u 

Perhaps  they  haven't  Bade  a  decision  because  there’s  no 

14 

15 

study. 

15 

te 

COL.  WALSH:  The  Congress  has  instructed  the 

1ft 

i? 

Air  Force  to  prepare  an  Environmental  loqjact  Statement  on 

17 

1ft 

the  deployment  and  peacetime  operation  of  the  Small  ICBM 

1« 

19 

at  Maims trom  Alt  Forca  Baaa.  That',  praclaaly  «hat  th« 

19 

20 

Air  Force  is  doing. 

20 

MR .  SHELDON :  Okay . 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Michael  Black?  Thia  is  the  last 

23 

individual  who  indicated  the  desire  to  ask  a  question. 

23 

24 

MR.  BLACK:  I  quess  most  of  my  questions  have 

24 

25 

been  pretty  much  addressed  concerning  these  monsters  driving 

25 
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down  our  road* .  But  there  ara  two  laft  I  think  that  I  have. 
Tha  first  one  is  for  Hr.  Van  Mass  and  tha  previous  qua* t ion 
also  talkad  about  this.  Other  than  this  contract  for 
tha  Environmental  lapse t  stataaent  praparad  by  —  you  said 
it  was  a  marine  systaas  group  —  prepared  for  a  state  chat 
is  practically  a  desert.  Does  tha  Honeywell  Corporation 
have  nny  other  contracts  with  tha  Department  of  Defense  at 
large? 

COL.  HALSH:  They  have  done  several  contracts  for 
the  Department  of  Defense.  Two  that  are  notable;  tha  shuttle 
at  Vanden  Berg  Air  Force  Base,  and  tha  deactivation  of  the 
Titan  II  missiles.  They  have  done  a  considerable  amount  of 
the  Environmental  impact  studies  in  the  region  of  Montana, 
as  I  indicated  earlier  for  the  u.S.  Geological  Survey,  for 

the  U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency,  as  well  as  for  tha  j 

I 

Anaconda  Mining.  So  they  have  had  considerable  experience  j 
throughout  the  United  States  in  matters  of  these  concerns 
and  that's  why  among  other  things  we  chose  them  for  this 
particular  job. 

MB.  BLACK:  My  other  question  was  for  you.  Hr. 

Nalsh,  also.  You  made  a  statement  earlier  and  I'm  not  sure 
whether  to  classify  it  as  a  fallacy  or  a  tautology,  but  when 
you  asked  about  the  overpressure  and  the  survivability  of 
thsaa  HNLa  or  HMLs  as  General  Goetzke  told  us  last  Friday, 
you  said  that  it  --  correct  me  if  I'm  wrong,  and  if  this  is 
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the  Air  Force  policy,  would  you  please  address  that  also  — 
you  stated  that  the  HML  will  be  survivable  because  it  will 
never  be  attacked.  Is  —  is  that  how  you  assume  that  the 
HML  will  be  survivable? 

COL.  WALSH:  No,  that's  not  quite  the  accurate 
way  to  say  it.  The  issue  here  is  that  it  would  be  very 
difficult  r or  the  Soviets  to  detect  where  all  the  hard 
mobile  launchers  are  so  they  either  would  have  to  exhaust 
a  considerable  amount  of  their  arsenal  to  attack  it  and 
thereby  let  other  aspects  of  the  triad  escape,  or  they  would 
recognize  the  futility  of  attacking  it  in  the  firat  place 
and  knowing  that  it  was  survivable  and  therefore  could 
inflict  insurmountable  damage  on  them,  they  wouldn't  attack 
in  the  first  place.  It's  the  knowledge  that  it  can  survive, 
or  some  aspect  of  the  triad  can  survive  and  inflict  unaccept¬ 
able  damage.  That  is  deterrence,  and  that  causes  then  not 
to  attack  in  tha  first  place. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Michael ,  I  don't  think  that  there 
was  any  statement  that  the  vehicles  couldn't  be  destroyed 
in  an  attack.  I  think,  what  I  heard,  was  that  they  could 
withstand  to  a  certain  extent  the  vibrations,  if  you  will, 
the  overpressures  that  comes  from  some  veaoon  landing  within 
x  number  of  miles  of  where  a  vehicle  might  be  situated. 

MR.  BLACK:  If  you'll  let  me  respond  to  that, 
that  was  something  that  I  got  from  General  Goetzke,  which 
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I  believe  is  Col.  Issacson's  superior  who  spoke  in  Billings 
last  Friday.  He  stated  that  these  hard  mobile  launchers  are 
so  close  to  the  ground  and  they're  going  to  be  so  low  that  if'' 

i 

there  is  i  nuclear  weapons  explosion  anywhere  in  the  vicinity  ! 
that  they  will  survive  and  we  can  use  them  later.  And  since  j 
thst  has  com*  up,  I  would  like  to  know  how  a  missile  crew  *it-| 
ting  in  a  hard  mobile  launcher  that  would  probably  die  becaus4 
of  this  overpressure  and  the  thermomagnet ic  pulse  and  things  j 
like  that,  just  how  they  could  fire  a  missile  that  would  i 

survive  a  nuclear  attack. 

COL.  WALSH:  the  missile  crew  or  the  drivers  of  the j 
vehicle  are  not  essential  for  the  launching  of  the  missile.  J 
In  fact,  they  will  drive  the  vehicle  to  the  located  positions! 
and  they  will  disconnect  the  tractor  after  it  has  hardened  it-* 
self.  But  there  will  be  redundant  coamands  systems  availiabl4 

so  that  the  missile  can  be  launched  from  a  remote  post,  eithej 

t 

airborne  or  ground.  i 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Why  don't  we  go  into  the  comment,  or! 
the  statement  period  of  tonight**  meeting,  atarting  out  with  J 
Jim  Gamble. 

I 

MR.  GAMBLE:  I,  first  of  all  would  like  to  thank  yod 
folks  for  being  here.  I  happen  to  be  a  son  of  a  man  who  was  j 
stationed  at  Malmstrom  in  1943  and  flew  fifty  mission*  ever  tH* 
Mediterranean,  and  I'm  glad  they  succeeded  So  we  could  be  herq 
today.  I  think  we  need  to  look  at  the  past  a  little  bit  to 
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understand  why  we  have  to  do  what  we  have  to  do  today. 

But  I  grew  up  with  the  missiles.  I  watched  thee  drill 
the  first  test  hoi#  for  the  Mihutemans  in  —  east  of  Belt, 
back  in  I960.  1  was  eaployed  on  the  Minuteman  Missile  in 

Conrad  and  Lewistown  in  *65,  6  and  7.  so  I  feel  like  I've 
got  a  little  bit  of  background  in  it.  It's  sad  that  we 
have  to  have  them,  but  until  they  can  have  Meetings  like 
this  and  Environmental  Impact  Statements  in  Hoscow,  Tripoli 
and  Beirut,  I’a  afraid  this  is  what  we're  going  to  have 
to  live  with.  I  would  like  to  see  someday  the  ability  to 
tear  them  all  down  and  possible  the  S.D.I.  will  allow  that 
if  we  ever  implement  that. 

I  do  have  one  concern  that's  very  important,  I  believe, 
for  all  of  us  in  central  Montana.  And  that  is  the  highway 
between  here  and  Great  Palls  is  treacherous,  at  best.  I 
drove  several  thousand  miles  back  in  the  60 's  to  Conrad 
from  the  city  of  Belt,  where  I  grew  up,  and  they  at  least 
have  a  four-lane  divided  highway  to  Conrad. 

Now,  we  have  more  Minuteman  missiles  than  they  do  in 
the  Conrad  area,  but  we've  had  to  live  with  this  outdated, 
outmoded,  two- lane  highway  for  about  thirty  years  longer 
than  we  should  have.  And  I  strongly  urge  you  to  consider  a 
divided  highway  between  here  and  Great  Falls,  which  is  many, 
many  years  overdue,  with  this  Midgetman  missile  system. 

It's  probably  one  of  the  worst  highways  in  the  state. 
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me  very  happy  for  a  selfish  reason.  Because  I  live  twelve 
hundred  eighty  feet  from  N-8.  And  for  that  reason,  I  — 

I  compliment  you  people  for  taking  into  consideration  the 
human  environment  of  these  missiles. 

I  think  most  of  us  have  been  good  neighbors  to  these 
missiles.  I've  gone  through  your  process  here.  I  was 
here  in  March,  and  I  was  scared  to  death,  or  scared  quite 
thoroughly  through  a  newspaper  release  that  said  we  were 
going  to  have  to  move  something  Like  up  to  seventy-five 
homeowners.  I  did  submit  a  written  testimony  on  my  home  and 
all  the  homes  that  have  been  built  up  in  my  area,  and  so 
forth.  And  you  did  respond  to  that,  and  you  did  mention 
your  concern  for  this,  and  so  forth. 

I  do  have  some  concern  tonight,  as  I  read  through  this, 
on  your  proposed  --  on  your  proposed  action.  It  says  that 
inhabited  structures  may  be  located  within  the  expanded 
safety  easements  of  —  at  twenty  launch  facilities.  However,  j 
during  the  final  siting  process,  the  highest  priority  will 
be  given  to  avoiding  the  use  of  those  launch  facilities.  ! 

Since  --  since  my  home  no  longer  is  in  your  alternatives,  j 

that  makes  me  happy,  I  guess,  I  said  for  a  very  selfish 
reason.  i 

I  have  some  concerns  for  those  twenty  people  because  it  j 
scared  the  devil  out  of  me.  And  I'm  sure  they're  in  the 
same  predicament  yet.  And  you  know,  --  and  I  think  if  you're 
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It's  got  one  of  the  most,  highest  traffic  levels.  Between 
Belt  and  Great  Palls  is  one  of  the  top  five  of  the  state 
of  Montana,  I'm  sure  you're  aware  of  that  by  now,  for 
traffic.  That's  without  any  growth  or  any  misaiies- 

So,  I  want  you  to  know  that  if  you  have  to  build  these, 
and  there  is  no  one  in  this  room  or  probably  in  the  United 
States  that  wants  missiles  or  wars,  but  if  we  have  to  have 
them  to  keep  our  freedom,  to  deter  the  Khadafis  and  the 
rest  of  the  world  that  would  like  to  have  our  country,  then 
you're  welcome  here. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Ken  Byerly. 

MR.  BYERLY:  Mayor  Jack  Humphrey  had  a  council 
meeting  tonight  and  he  regrets  very  much  that  ha  couldn't 
be  here.  He's  glad  you're  here;  he's  impressed,  generally, 
with  your  statement. 

He  did  have  one  suggestion,  which  has  already  come  up. 
He  wonders  if  it  wouldn't  be  practical  to  have  a  maintenance 
unit  here  in  Lewistown  and  save  some  of  this  traffic  back 
and  forth  between  Great  palls  and  Lew ii town .  Thank  you. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you.  Nr.  Byerly. 

John  Lubinus. 

MR.  LUBINUS :  I  —  I  came  to  this  meeting  tonight 
not  knowing  where  your  —  where  you  were  going  to  site  your 
Midgetman  missiles.  When  I  look  through  your  little  blue 
thing  here,  I  find  out  that  N-8  is  not  in  there,  which  makes 
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going  to  put  these  missiles  close  to  inhabited  homes,  why 
I  think  you  ought  to  move  those  missiles  somewhere  else 
and  help  those  people- 

That's  what  I’d  say  here  tonight.  I'm  very  happy  to 
read  this  little  blue  thing,  as  I  said  earlier.  Thank  you. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you,  Nr.  Lubinus. 

COL.  WALSH:  Can  I  respond  to  that,  please? 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Col.  Walsh? 

COL.  WALSH:  Yes.  the  twenty  Ifs  identified  there 
were  the  maximum  number,  if  we  chose  the  wrong  If*  or  the 
lfs  that  had  inhabited  facilities  within  the  expanded  safety 
zone.  As  it  turns  out  we  were  able  to  meet  our  operational 
requirements  and  avoid  ail  of  them . 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Tom  Elliot. 

MR.  ELLIOT:  Yeah,  my  name  is  Tom  Elliot,  and 

I  didn't  quite  understand  the  format  tonight.  So  I’m 
probably  going  to  slip  a  few  questions  in  here. 

I'm  a  member  of  a  silent  majority  here  in  the  United 
States  and  that  is  the  ;»cventy-f ive  percent  of  Americans 
who  are  opposed  to  development,  or  deployment  of  additional 
nuclear  weapons .  I  think  we're  silent,  mainly  because  we 
just  can't  seem  to  get  our  message  across  to  the  Congress 
or  the  military  that  we  just  don't  want  any  additional 
nuclear  weapon*.  1  wanted  to  emphasize  to  the  crowd  here 
tonight,  that  to  my  knowledge  the  deployment  fundinn  for 
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chi*  system  has  not  been  approved  toy  Cong rMi. 

COL.  BRISTOL :  Ttut'l  correct.  It*«  a  proposal, 
it's  r-3t  a  decision.  It  hasn't  been  funded.  And  one  of 
the  purposes  of  tonight's  hearing  is  to  qather  information 
so  a  decision  can  be  made  within  our  government  of  the 
executive  and  the  legislative  together. 

HR.  ELLIOT i  So  this  is  still  somebody's  idea 
at  this  point.  And  I  think  that  we  don't  have  to  allow 
this  sytem  to  be  deployed,  we've  spent  twenty-eight  million 
dollars  on  an  EIS,  most  of  which  want  to  California.  And 
we  can  stop  the  funding  on  this  program  by  working  through 
Congress . 

One  question  1  had.  in  looking  at  your  vehicle  usage 
charts,  angt  of  the  issues  tonight  have  bean  taken  with  the 
HML  moving  up  and  down  the  road.  But  in  fact,  there  are 
quite  a  number  of  other  vehicles  that  will  be  moving  as  a 
result  of  the  program.  I  figure  ninety-three  thousand 
trips  per  year  on  a  ona-way  basia.  So,  I'm  curious  of  how 
many  accidence  will  occur  as  a  result  of  that  increased 
traffic,  how  many  fatalities,  and  how  many  of  those  fatali¬ 
ties  will  be  in  our  highest  risk  group,  which  will  be  our 
teenage  sons  and  daughters? 

Now,  also  as  another  question.  Col.  Walsh  has  said 
several  times  that  there's  no  possibility  of  a  nuclear 
explosion  on  the  ground  with  this  system  because  the  weapon  i 
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system  is  not  activated  until  it's  in  the  air.  And  I 
assume  that  you  use  some  fora  of  telemetry  of  something 
to  do  that.  I'm  a  real  trusting  fellow,  basically.  But 
there  are  a  couple  things  that  I  have  a  hard  time  trusting. 

One  is  a  nineteen  year  old  Air  Force  kid  driving  a  two  J 
hundred  thirty-seven  thousand  pound,  fourteen  wheel,  off- road j 
vehicle,  and  the  other  one  is  an  Air  Force  colonel,  not  j 
personally,  of  course,  but  an  Air  Force  colonel  who  tells 
me  that  missiles  won't  explode.  1  wish  that  you  would  j 

address  the  possibility,  as  remote  as  it  may  be,  of  an 
explosion  in  the  transport  mods. 

Another  problem  that  1  have,  there's  lot  of  excitement 
about  the  temporary  influx  of  construction  and  military 
people  with  the  program,  especially  over  the  dollars  that 
it  might  generate  for  the  local  economy.  Have  you  also 
considered  the  impact  of  the  many  potantial  long-term 
residents  that  will  not  move  to  central  Montana  because  — 
as  a  result  of  the  growing  public  distaste  for  nuclear 
weapons . 

I  feel  like  this  is  an  unnecessary  weapon  system,  we've 
got  enough  nuclear  datarranta  in  the  world  today  to  kill 
fifty-eight  billion  people.  That's  anough  to  kill  every 
man,  woman,  child  in  the  world  twelve  times  over.  It's 
a  dangerous  system,  it  costs  too  much.  it's  hard  —  in  my 
mind,  it's  hard  to  protact,  because  it's  a  mobila  system,  it 
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escalates  the  arms  race  and  is  a  first  strike  capable 
weapon,  it  increases  our  chance  of  nuclear  war,  not 
decreases  it.  Worst  of  all,  it  diverts  a  lot  of  economic  j 

and  human  resources  away  from  education  and  agricultural  j 

and  other  things  that  would  make  this  a  stronger  and 
better  country . 

Most  of  us  here  in  Montana  grow  things.  We're  tuned  j 
into  the  cycle  of  life,  growing  and  creating  life.  We're 
not  pert  of  this  death  and  destruction  business.  I  Just 
think  it's  time  for  us  lolks  here  in  Montana  to  get  a  hold  | 
of  the  rope  and  just  say,  "That's  enough."  Thank  you. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you,  sir. 

Becky  Mitchell. 

MS.  MITCHELL:  My  name  is  Becky  Mitchell.  I  am 
the  Area  Field  Consultant  for  the  Early  chi ldhood  Project,  j 
and  a  parent. 

To  begin,  1  would  like  to  state  that  1  am  not  ques-  j 
tioninq  my  country's  need  for  a  strong  defense  and  the  need 
to  be  ever  vigilant  of  the  Soviets.  I  am  against  the 
buildup  of  nuclear  arma.  The  mega tonnage  in  the  world  is  j 
enough  to  kill  fifty-eight  billion  people,  or  every  person  ! 
now  living,  twelve  times.  Our  current  concepts  of  winning 
and  losing  have  been  rendered  obsolete  by  nuclear  technology. 
The  contest  between  the  U.S.  and  Soviet  Union  must  atop  or 
our  world  will  be  blown  apart  by  our  nuclear  weapon  arsenal. 


22 


Action  must  be  taken  to  reverse  this  course  and  part  of  that 
action  must  be  no  more  nuclear  weapons. 

Now,  I  would  like  to  address  your  EIS. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Could  you  come  just  a  little  bit 
closer,  that  microphone's  doing  something  funny  there.  I 
don't  know  what.  Maybe  if  you  were  a  little  bit  closer 
to  it  it  will  help  out. 

MS.  MITCHELL:  Does  that  halp? 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Yes,  thank  you. 

MS.  MITCHELL:  Okay.  First,  I  would  like  to 
inform  you  that  voters  in  this  community  failed  to  pass  the 
high  school  mill  levy.  Because  of  this,  I  feel  the  part  of 
the  EIS  addressing  the  impact  in  our  public  school  system 
is  no  longer  valid  and  needs  to  be  re-evatuated. 

Next,  I  would  like  to  refer  you  to  page  4-176  of  your 
EIS  and  I  quote,  "With  the  construction  of  HML  shelters  and 
the  added  movement  of  the  HML  and  military  vehicles,  both 
local  residanta  and  tourists  would  become  more  aware  of 
the  existence  of  the  missile  deployment  in  the  area."  I 
fael  that  you  hava  not  adaquately  addressed  the  impacts  or 
scope  of  military  visibility  and  movement  in  our  area. 

Presently,  there  are  times  whan  I  feel  as  I'm  living 
in  a  mird  World  Country  because  of  military  activity  in 
our  area:  guns  pointed  at  us ;  soldiers  in  fatigues;  military 
convoys:  military  helicopters j  armored  personnel  carriers. 
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etcetera.  Will  Third  World  military  activity  be  a  part  of 

i  | 

our  life?  please  be  specific  as  to  the  visibility  of  the 

2 

military  and  increase  in  military  activities  in  our  cosmsun- 

3 

ity. 

Last,  but  most  important,  I  would  like  to  address  your 

5  j 

failure  to  comment  on  the  psychological  effects  of  the 

8  i 

■  Midgetman  missile  program  upon  our  children.  Our  children 

7 

live  with  the  threat  of  nuclear  war  every  day  of  their 

8  i 

lives. 

According  to  research  of  Hazinski  and  Valasco-Whitsell , 

i°  ; 

one  of  the  major  fears  of  school  aqers  is  nuclear  war.  A 

i  recent  Roper  poll  showed  sixty-five  percent  of  one  thousand 

12 

eight  to  seventeen  year  olds  were  very  concerned  about 

13 

I  nuclear  war.  It  is  also  my  understanding  —  oh,  it  is 

14 

|  my  understanding  NEPA  states  that  socioeconomic  impacts  must 

«5 

i  be  addressed  by  this  EIS.  It  is  also  my  understanding 

15 

i  that  the  purpose  of  the  scoping  was  to  identify  significant 

17 

issues  for  study  in  the  EIS.  I  strongly  feel  that  the 

18 

psychological  effects  of  the  Midgetman  missile  program  on 

19 

i  our  children  fits  both  of  these  criteria. 

20 

i 

When  our  children  view  a  hard  mobile  launcher  traveling 

21 

down  the  road,  when  they  encounter  soldiers  in  fatigues, 

22 

with  guns,  when  they  have  to  yield  to  a  military  convoy  on 

23 

Vain  Street,  they  become  frightened.  Our  children  are 

24 

j  frightened  because  they  understand  the  threat  that  nuclear 

CO 
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war  poses.  They  are  scared  the  world  will  be  destroyed  and  1 
nothing  will  be  left.  j 

I  have  an  eight  year  old  son  who  wakes  screening  at  j 
night  with  nightnares  about  the  world  being  blown  up  by 
missiles.  Our  children  arc  effected  by  the  visibility  j 

of  the  military  and  missiles  in  their  environment.  Knowing 
that  our  children  represent  our  investment  in,  and  promise 
of,  the  future,  your  failure  to  address  the  effects  of 
the  Midgetman  missile  program  on  our  children’s  psychological 
well-being  indicates  to  me  that  you  do  not  believe  that  a  j 
future  exists  for  them.  Thank  you.  j 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Charley  Karinen.  j 

MR.  KARINEN:  Yeah,  my  name  is  Charley  Karinen. 

And  l‘m  a  teacher  and  a  parent.  And  I  am  from  Montana, 

I'm  a  native  of  Montana.  And  I've  lived  in  Lewis town  for 
the  last  seven  years.  1  guess  that's  for  the  benefit  of 
our  local  press,  so  they  don't  get  it  wrong  this  time.  j 

Well,  they  claim  that  I  was  self-proclaimed,  so  I  want  to 
make  sure  that  it's  straight. 

Well,  first  of  all,  I  know  that  you  are  all  well-meaning 
here.  I  don't  look  upon  anyone  as  an  evil  entity  or  any¬ 
thing  like  that.  I  would  like  to  ask  how  much  money  does 
the  Midgetman  program  cost? 

COL.  BRISTOL:  we're  really  into  the  comment 
period,  now. 
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MR.  KARINEN:  Well,  okay.  I’ll  give  what  I  heard 
and  you  can  correct  me  if  I  say  something  wrong. 

Fifty  million  —  fifty  billion  dollars,  is  that  right? 
Okay,  I'll  read  a  comment  here.  Every  gun  that  is  made, 
every  warship  launched,  every  rocket  fired  signifies  in 
the  final  sense,  a  theft  from  those  who  hunger  and  are  not 
fed,  those  who  are  cold  and  not  clothed.  This  world  in 
arms  is  not  spending  money  alone,  it  is  spending  the  sweat 
of  its  laborers,  the  genius  of  its  scientists,  the  hopes 
of  its  children.  This  is  not  a  way  of  life  at  all,  in  any 
true  sense  under  the  cloud  of  threatening  war,  it  is  human¬ 
ity  hanging  from  a  cross  of  iron. 

I  went  to  our  local  library  and  checked  this  book  out 
so  I  could  become  a  little  more  educated  on  the  arms  race 
and  nuclear  war.  And  I’ve  heard  several  comments  tonight 
on  how  wasteful  the  whole  thing  is.  For  every  one  billion 
spent  by  the  Pentagon  and  the  private  sector,  twenty-eight 
thousand  direct  and  indirect  jobs  are  created.  In  your 
EIS,  it  said  thirty  to  one  hundred  jobs  in  Lewistown.  That 
sounds  like  a  paltry  amount  compared  to  that  twenty-eight 
thousand . 

If  we  took  that  same  one  billion,  you  could  create 
thirty-two  thousand  jobs  for  new  public  transportation, 
fifty-seven  thousand  jobs  if  used  for  personal  consumption, 
or  seventy-one  thousand  jobs  if  spent  for  education.  It 
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kind  of  makes  me  mad  when  I  read  in  here  and  see  that  a  screw| 
for  the  Minuteman  II  cost  thirty-six  bucks  and  — 

COL.  BRISTOL:  What  text  are  referring  to  there? 

HR.  KARINEN:  This  book  is  called  Missile  Envy, 

The  Arms  Race  and  Nuclear  War,  by  Or.  Helen  Caldicott. 

You  might  want  to  read  it,  it's  pretty  good. 

A  tiny  electronic  connecter  plug  for  the  FB-111  aircraft 
which  only  cost  $7.99  in  1982  now  costs  $726.86  in  1983. 
Aluminum  ladder  which  you  can  go  down  to  a  hardware  store 
and  buy  for,  I  don't  know,  sixty  bucks,  cost  $1,676.00 
dollars.  I'd  like  to  know  what’s  going  on  and  I  don’t 
know  if  you’ve  addressed  cost  overruns  in  this  program. 

What  are  we  going  to  look  at  in  that? 

Our  taxes  are  going  to  go  up.  We  defeat  our  mill 
levies  in  our  schools,  but  we're  willing  to  pay  this  kind 
of  crap.  1  don't  understand  it.  Thank  you. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you,  sir. 

Jim  Barngrover. 

MR.  BARNGROVER:  That's  B-a-r-n-g-r-o-v-e-r . 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you. 

MR.  BARNGROVER:  A  country  with  over  two  trillion 
dollars  of  national  debt  must  be  prudent  on  what  we  spend 
our  tax  dollars  on.  The  estimated  price  tag  for  the 
Midgetman  missile  is  fifty  million  dollars.  And  that’s 
before  the  inevitable  tax  --  or  excuse  me.  before  the  in- 
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*  jj  evitable  cost  overrun.  Even  the  Defense  Department  is 

*  |!  expressing  concern  about  the  weapon  system  being  too 

3  I;  expensive.  Surely  if  the  Defense  Department  is  concerned 

*  I  about  the  cost,  we  should  be  very  apprehensive. 

3  !;  The  disruption  of  our  rural  lifestyle  that  the 

*  !  construction  and  deployment  of  the  Midgetman  missile  would 
7  !:  have  on  central  Montana  is  another  concern  I  have.  Me 

»  jj  haven't  begun  to  comprehend  the  logistical  complications 
9  of  having  •  fourteen  foot  wide,  one  hundred  and  five  foot 

r 

»o  long  transport  vehicle  running  around  on  the  public  highways 
and  county  roads.  I  picy  the  poor  stockman  who,  while 
moving  his  stock  along  a  county  road  with  a  steep  bank  on 
one  side  and  a  sharp  drop  on  the  other,  meets  head-on  with 
one  of  these  vehicles. 

Though  the  Draft  EIS  suggests  relatively  little  impact 
to  our  waterways,  wildlife  and  landforms,  I  sense  a  deliber¬ 
ate  attempt  by  those  responsible  for  this  incomplete  docu¬ 
ment  to  gloss  over  these  very  important  features. 

Another  major,  though  unassessed  concern  I  have,  is 
what  are  the  short-  and  long-term  impacts  on  humans?  What 
psychological  impacts  will  this  create  on  our  children? 

Even  though  the  Midgetman  is  purported  to  be  a  second- 
strike  weapon,  it  certainly  would  have  the  capability  of 
being  used  for  a  first-strike.  No  matter  what  its  stated  j 

purpose,  the  Midgetman  has  the  potential  of  killing  millions  , 
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of  men,  women  and  children.  How  many  children  and  adults 
believe  they  will  be  annihilated  by  a  thermonuclear  war? 
Sure  it's  hard  to  measure  these  very  personal  impacts,  but 
it's  not  acceptable  to  deny  their  importance,  and  they 
should  be  evaluated  in  the  final  document.  Why  aren't  the 
costs  associated  with  the  mining,  enrichment,  fabrication, 
de  commissioning  and  very  long-term  waste  storage  of 
radioactive  materials  assessed  in  the  Draft  CIS?  or  is 
this  another  one  of  those  hidden  costs  that  is  deliberately 
overlooked. 

In  the  final  CIS  you  should  evaluate  how  to  protect 
us,  the  citizenry,  from  plutonium  with  a  half-life  of 
twenty-four  thousand  years.  You  should  also  address  how  to 
protect  the  strategic  elements  from  terrorists  and  the 
unimagined  possibilities  of  our  earth  mother  will  likely 
someday  reveal  to  us. 

Z'm  sick  and  tired  of  being  held  hostage  by  the  threat 
of  a  nuclear  war.  We  already  have  land,  sea,  and  air  based 
nuclear  weapons  delivery  systems  with  an  overkill  factor  of 
ten  or  more  for  all  military  and  civilian  targets  in  the 
Soviet  Union.  How  redundant  do  we  need  to  become,  and  how 
much  can  we  afford?  It  seems  the  people  who  gain  from  this 
and  other  similar  proposals,  such  as  Star  Wars  and  the 
MX,  are  the  defense  contractors  and  the  politicians.  It's 
time  to  stop  this  menace,  motivated  by  profits,  fear,  and 
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pork-barrel  politicians.  Enough  of  this  myopic,  i«idget- 
minded  miss! le-raonger  mentality. 

Many  Montanans  are  experiencing  tough  economic  times. 
This  makes  us  more  vulnerable  to  accepting  a  proposal  that 
promises  jobs.  Considering  the  additional  federal  taxes 
all  of  us  will  be  assessed  for  this  costly  system.  It  will 
be  of  no  real  economic  gain  to  us.  However,  if  we,  as  a  l 
state,  were  appropriated  just  one  percent  of  the  estimated  j 
costs  of  the  Midgetman,  or  five  hundred  million  dollars,  [ 
we  could  develop  one  of  the  finest  educational  systems 
anywhere.  Additionally,  we  could  finance  food  processing 
facilities  to  give  Montana  agricultural  producers  an 
opportunity  to  add  value  to  their  products  before  they  leave  j 
the  state.  Such  programs  would  revitalize  our  economy  and  j 
provide  our  children  with  more  constructive,  purposeful, 
and  enriching  opportunities  than  now  exist. 

We  have  a  choice  to  make.  If  we  opt  for  the  Midgetman,  j 
we  burden  ourselves  and  future  generations  with  an  extremely 
costly,  dehabllitating,  environmentally  destructive, 
strategically  destabilizing,  morally  corrupt,  and  redundant  j 
weapon  system.  Stopping  —  or  stopping  this  long  campaign 
of  fear  and  madness  to  see  the  ru. titles  in  which  there 
is  no  winners  in  a  nuclear  conflict.  If  we  as  a  human 
species  are  to  survive  and  improve  our  life,  we  must 
acknowledge  this  fact  and  act  accordingly  with  how  we  conduct; 

i 

I 

’  t  /!* 

0*Vm  Cox*' 


■!! 


n  :[ 


our  personal  life. 

I  want  to  thank  you  for  the  opportunity  to  comment. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you,  Jim. 

Robert  Kelleher. 

MR.  KELLEHER:  My  name  is  Robert  Kelleher,  my 
address  is  the  Kelleher  Law  Office  at  230  Grand  Avenue, 
Billings,  Montana  59101. 

My  appearance  is  as  an  individual.  And  a  copy  of  the 
transcript  of  the  hearing  together  with  a  copy  of  the 
billing  for  costs  of  copy  of  the  same  is  requested  to  be 
mailed  to  my  office. 

And  I'll  confine  my  remarks  to  the  EIS. 

Deployment  of  the  (sic  I  BM  —  I  use  the  initials  used 
in  the  Air  Force  magazine  from  May,  1987,  |sic|  BM 
acronym.  The  deployrent  of  the  [sic|  BM  in  central  Montana 
is  not  supported  by  adequate  environmental  impact  statements  , 
as  required  by  the  recent  decision  of  the  Eighth  Circuit 
Court  of  Appeals,  in  the  case  of  Friends  of  the  Earth 
versus  Reagan.  When  the  Billings  Chamber  of  Commerce  an¬ 
nounced  a  recent  speech  given  by 

Major  General  Richard  B.  Goetzke.  Deputy  Chief  of  Staff  for 
Headquarters  SAC,  it  was  stated  that  General  Goetzke  would 
3 peak  about  the  MX  replacing  the  Minutemen  missiles. 

Actually  understand  he  spoke  about  the  MX  in  the  isic]  BM 
replacing  the  Midgetman,  hut  the  Draft  EIS  for  the  isici  3N 
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does  not  adequately  discuss  the  impact  on  the  environment 
within  the  meaning  of  the  Friends  of  the  Earth  versus 
Reagan  as  set  forth  by  the  Eighth  Circuit. 

In  that  case,  the  Court  agreed  with  the  allegation 
of  the  Plaintiff  that  "fEIS  fails  to  discuss  the  environ¬ 
mental  impacts  of  the  intentional  use  of  the  projected 
usually  judges  give  the  court  reporter  a  rest  once  in 


COL.  BRISTOL:  1  qet  a  lot  of  comments  about 
that,  but  this  one's  very,  very  tolerant  with  me. 

HR.  KELLEHER:  Well,  you  at  least  owe  her  a 
bottle  of  liniment.  1  think. 

I'll  repeat  that  last  part.  I  quote,  "The  FEIS  fails 
to  discuss  environmental  impacts  of  the  intentional  use  of 
the  projected  HX  missiles."  Likewise,  the  (sicl  BM  Draft 
EIS  does  not  discuss  the  environmental  impact  of  either 
the  accidental  or  intentional  use  of  the  [sic]  BM  as  re¬ 
quested  by  the  majority  in  the  Eighth  Court  --  Eighth 
Circuit  decision. 

Also,  within  meaning  of  the  recent  Circuit  Court 
decision,  "The  FEIS  is  inadequate  because  it  does  not 
discuss  alternative  basing  modes." 

I  noted  there  was  some  discussion  about  whether  to 
use,  I  think  a  earth-covered  housing  facility  of  some  sort 
or  a  fabricated  facility.  But  I  don't  think  that  satisfied 


the  requirement  of  the  Eighth  Circuit  opinion.  Also,  the 
initial  Draft  EIS  does  not  cover,  once  again,  in  the  words 
of  the  Eighth  Circuit,  "Appropriate  mitigation  measures 
for  removal,  handling,  transportation,  and  storage  of  the 
Minuteman  III  missiles."  Which  I  understand  the  Minuteman 
II,  Minuteman  III  are  to  be  replaced  with  the  MX  eventually 
and  with  the  [sic)  BM  or  Midgetman  missile. 

Sub-paragraph  (g)(3)  section  989.15  of  32  CFR  calls 
for  a  discussion  of  possible  abandonment  of  the  project, 
according  to  the  May,  1987  issue  of  Air  Force  Magazine. 

The  upgrading  of  the  [sic]  BM  or  Xidgetraan  --  I'm  sorry. 


Upgrading  of  the  Minuteman,  "Will  insure  viability  of  ( 
the  weapon  system  beyond  the  year  2000."  If  this  is  true,  | 
it  would  appear  that  there  is  no  need  to  replace  or  add  1 

additional  missiles  such  as  the  (sic]  BM. 

The  Draft  EIS  fails  to  consider  the  number  of  auto-  j 

j 

mobile  accidents  and  deaths  —  and.  Colonel,  I  note  that  the  j 

CFR  says  that  you  are  to  avoid  a  lot  of  repetition,  and  I'll  | 

1 

try  not  to  be  repetitive,  since  the  matter  of  transportation,! 
I  realize.  Colonel,  that  it's  already  been  discussed.  But 
it  does  not  —  the  Draft  EIS  does  not  consider  the  number  | 

of  automobile  accidents  and  deaths  that  actuarially  must  j 

j 

occur  because  of  the  HML  is  more  than  one  hundred  feet  in  ' 
length  and  it's  fourteen  feet  wide  and  based  on  its  weight. 
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1  I  will  require  at  least  thirteen  axles  while  driving  on 

2  !  Fergus  County  roads. 

3  |  Although  General  Goetzke  claimed  that  the  HMLs  is  — 

4  to  use  his  phrases  —  "Won't  be  on  the  roads"  unless  they 
3  i  must  be  moved  to  counter  a  Soviet  ICEM  attack. 

9  The  Draft  EIS  states  that  this  vehicle,  weighing  two 

7  ;  hundred  thirty  thousand  pounds,  can  achieve  speeds  up  to  | 

8  fifty  miles  an  hour  and  is  capable  of  travel  on  a  paved, 

9  gravel,  and  dirt  roads  and  capable  of  operating  night  and 

10  day  under  all  weather  conditions.  Further,  the  Senate 

i»  Arms  Services  Committee  Report  on  a  National  Defense 

12  Authorization  Act  for  15B6-89,  (8  May.  1987)  stated  that 

13  "Activities  in  support  for  the  HML  development  should  attach 
u  the  highest  priority  to  assuring  that  the  launcher  is 

15  compatible  with  repeated  operation  on  available  roads  in 

16  the  vicinity  of  Minuteman  launchers  with  the  Small  --  where 
i T  the  Small  ICBMs  will  be  based."  Page  104. 

18  COL.  BRISTOL:  Mr.  Kelleher  — 

19  MR.  KELLEHER:  I'm  almost  finished,  sir. 

20  COL.  BRISTOL:  Okay,  go  ahead  and  conclude.  I 

?i  was  going  to  suggest  that  you  might  want  to  submit  the 

72  balance  of  that  for  the  record,  but  if  you're  close  to  the 

23  end  I'll  allow  you  to  conclude. 

24  MR.  KELLEHER:  Sir,  I've  —  yeah.  I'm  almost  , 

25  finished. 

<0 


1  ;  The  Draft  EIS  states  that  --  otherwise  I  would  have  J 

2  i  given  to  the  court  reporter  so  she  wouldn't  have  to  do  all 

7  J  this  --  the  Draft  EIS  states  that  each  of  these  two 

4  |i  hundred  HMLs  will  make  at  least  one  round  trip  from  the 

5  !j  launch  to  the  base  for  maintenance  on  an  annual  basis. 

8  !  Finally,  I  think  that  an  alternative  basing  mode  should 

7  |l  have  been  discussed  in  the  EIS  as  far  as  geography  is 

8  lj  concerned.  I  think  the  EIS  should  nave  discussed  placing, 

®  actually  placing  the  Midgetman  or  (sic]  BM  in  the  south- 
'0  1  western  United  States.  I  realize  that's  partially  a 

'i  ;  political  decision,  but  I  think  it's  also  an  environmental  j 
12  !  impact  decision,  in  that  the  Soviet  submarines  are,  I  I 

i: 

j:  believe,  geographically  would  be  closer,  using  the  Pacific  ; 
M  j  .is  a  base  to  launch  towards  eastern  Montana  than  they  would  ! 
»5  |  in  the  southwestern  part  of  the  United  States  where  they 

18  |  are.  It  would  be  a  larger  desert  area  for  them  to  —  to  — 

»7  |  to  be  based.  And  I  think  it  failed  to  consider  the  present 
16  |  technological  skill  or  degree  that  the  Soviets  now  have  in 

19  submarine  launched,  their  CEP  in  sub-launched  missiles  and  1 

20  the  future  capaDilities  --  in  the  near  future  capabilities 

21  j  of  Soviet  launch  or  the  submarine  launch. 

22  Thank  you.  Colonel. 

23  !  COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you.  Sir. 

24  COL.  WALSH:  May  we  make  some  comments  on  that? 

25  COL.  BRISTOL:  If  you'd  like  to  make  a  brief 
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coMMnt,  sic. 

COL.  WALSH:  Just  a  few  consents  I'd  like  to  uk« 
with  respect  to  your  remarks. 

First  of  all i  there  is  no  intention  of  the  Governsttnt 
right  now  to  remove  the  Minuteman  II  or  the  Minutenan  IZI 
missiles  froei  their  silos  at  Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base.  So 
it's  not  appropriate  for  it  to  be  covered  in  this  EIS. 

MB.  XELLEHER:  Excuse  me,  sir,  I  didn’t  hear. 

There  is  or  is  not? 

COL.  WALSH:  There  is  not.  There  is  not  any 
proposal  to  remove  Hinutmn  11  or  Minutesun  111  missiles 
from  these  holes.  So  that's  why  it's  not  included  in  this 
particular  EIS.  Furthermore,  the  consideration  of  other 
basing  modes  and  other  basing  locations  including  the 
southwest  was  accomplished  in  the  Legislative  EIS  that 
was  provided  to  Congress  in  November . 

And  I  would  like  to  ask  Mr.  Van  Ness  to  make  a  few 
consents  with  respect  to  the  Eighth  Circuit  rnnrt  Ruling, 
please. 

KAJ.  VAN  NESS:  It  is,  of  course,  possible  for 
two  attorneys  to  road  precisely  the  same  document  and 
reach  rather  remarkably  different  conclusions  about  what 
the  court  said.  But  having  said  that,  let  me  give  what 
we  believe  our  view  of  that  Court^  decision  is. 

In  the  Congressional  Directive  that  was  at  issue  in  the 
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MX  lawsuit,  that  is  Friends  of  the  Earth  versus  Reagan, 
Congress  limited  the  scope  of  the  MX  EIS  to  the  deployment 
and  peacetime  operation  of  the  system,  but  congress  unfor¬ 
tunately  did  show  somewhat  ambiguously.  Consequently ,  the 
Eighth  Circuit  in  the  recent  decision,  determined  that  this 
limitation  applied  only  to  the  first  twenty-one  mx  missiles 
deployed  and  intimated  that  the  MX  EIS  should  have  been 
broader  in  scope  with  respect  to  the  remaining  twenty-nine 
MX  ad ss lies  scheduled  for  deployment. 

As  to  this  EIS  in  the  1986  dqo  Author! ration  Act,  i 

I 

Congress  clearly  and  unambiguously  limited  scope  to  the 
discussion  of  the  environmental  impacts  associated  with 
the  deploys*nt  and  peacetime  operation  of  the  small  I CBM  j 

at  specifically  selected  sites:  in  this  esse,  Malsmtrom 
Air  Force  Base.  Accordingly,  it  Is  our  view  that  much  I 

of  the  Eighth  Circuit’s  decision  i  not  germane  to  this 

ei '  ! 

Additionally,  the  Eighth  Circuit’s  decision  in  the 
MX  case  did  not  conclude  that  the  MX  EIS  was  inadequate,  ; 

rather  the  Eighth  Circuit  singly  decided  contrary  to  the  j 

Federal  District  Court's  earlier  decision  that  the  challenge  ; 
to  the  MX  EIS  could  be  heard  and  decided  by  the  court*.  , 

Consequently,  th^  Eighth  Circuit  returned  the  case  to  the  j 

Federal  District  Court  in  Lincoln,  Nebraska  for  trial  and  . 
ultimate  resolution.  The  Eighth  Circuit  did  not  determine 
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that  MX  EIS  was  either  adequate  or  inadequate,  it  left  that 
task  to  the  Federal  District  Court. 

COL.  BRISTOL;  Thank  you.  Major  Van  Ness. 

Burce  Marsden. 

MR.  MARSDEN:  That's  H-a-r-s-d-e-n . 

COL.  BRISTOL:  That  microphone,  Bruce,  is  not 
as  good  as  the  other  one,  so  you  moy  want  to  speak  up  a 
little  closer  to  it.  Or.  if  you  want  to  watch  the  wires, 
but,  if  you  want  to  go  to  the  other  one.  you':"*  welcome 
to  do  so. 

MR.  MARSDEN:  I’ll  speak  from  left  field  out 

here. 

I’ve  read  through  this  report  and  this  is  what  I 
see  for  Fergus  county.  You've  got  agricultural  land  used, 
silo  areas  tripled  In  size  and  even  more  of  an  eyesore. 

We  talked  about  the  present  s  >8  as  being  low-impact.  I 
don’t  know  about  anybody  else  in  this  room,  when  I  see 
those  silos  I  get  the  willies  !n  mv  stomach.  It* a  not  a 
low-impact,  as  it  is  now. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  I'm  sorry,  I  just  can't  hear  you. 

I  think  the  reporter  can,  but  if  you  could  speak  up  a 
little  closer  to  the  mike,  please. 

MR.  MARSDEN:  1  was  commenting  on  the  silos. 

Most  people  refer  to  the  present  silos  as  low-impact.  And 
that's  why  w*  accept  them  so  willingly  here  in  Fergus  County 
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I  don’t  know  about  anybody  else  in  the  room,  but  when  I  see 
2)\  a  silo,  in  its  present  state,  I  get  the  willies.  And  they 
3  ■  are  going  to  be  tripled  in  size  or  doubled  in  size  with  a 

*  j  coui  le  of  shelters.  I  hate  to  think  what  they're  going  to 
5  I'  do  —  do  to  my  psyche  at  that  moment. 

®  !■  Also,  I  see  Increased  traffic.  No  significant  increase 

7  ;  in  local  employment.  Evicted  families.  And  the  thought 

•  of  getting  stuck  behind  a  one  hundred  foot  long  fourteen 

9  i  foot  wide  nuisance  on  the  way  to  Great  Falls.  For  Montana 

10  ;  as  a  whole,  I  see  increased  pressure  on  social  ffrvices, 

n  !.  law  enforcement,  schools,  roads,  .ecrea'.’or  .1  areas,  utlli- 
17  !•  tiss,  and  budget  shortfalls.  r  the  U.S.  I  see  increased 
13  taxes,  in  money  wasted  on  useless  weapon  systems  while 
u  people  in  industries  suffer.  And  for  the  world,  I  see  us 
is  I  one  step  closer  to  nuclear  annihilation. 

»«  But,  let  us  suppose  for  a  moment  that  the  Midgetman 

it  :•  missile  system  is  the  economic  boost  we  need  for  central 
is  :  Montana.  Let  us  su^tose  for  a  moment  that  its  benefits 
is  are  positive  and  its  negative  impacts  are  negligible.  Let 

20  us  suppose  for  a  minute  that  we’ll  sell  our  houses,  fill 

21  our  rentals,  employ  our  people,  push  our  qoods.  all  these 

22  (I  wonderful  ‘Mnqs  we  talk  about.  1  still  can't  support  this 

23  1  program.  T  i  't  support  spending  fifty  billion  dollar*  or 

24  1  more,  on  a  prog. am  whose  sole  purpose  is  to  threaten  destruc- 

25  ||  tion  of  all  life  a*  we  know  it  on  planet  earth,  "To  keep  the 
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peace. " 

2 

I  am  morally  opposed  to  spending  money  on  nuclear 

3 

weapons  while  people  in  Fergus  County  and  around  the  world 

4 

5  ; 

go  hungry,  while  children  die  of  starvation.  I  am  morally  i 

opposed  to  spending  money  on  nuclear  weapons  instead  of  on 

6 

cures  for  diseases  that  kill  people  daily.  I  am  morally 

!  7  : 

opposed  to  spending  money  on  a  system  tha  ,  if  used,  will 

a 

poison  the  world,  instead  of  spending  money  on  solutions 

9  '' 

to  current  pollution  problems.  I  am  morally  opposed  to 

10 

spending  our  money  resources  and  best  minds  on  developing 

nuclear  weapon  systems  while  our  educational  system  decays 

12 

and  many  adults  can't  reau.  How  can  we  morally  support 

13  ' 

using  that  tremendous  amount  of  money  on  nuclear  weapons 

.. 

while  human  beings  suffer?  Please  think  about  it. 

IS 

It  states  in  the  EIS  that  the  purpose  of  the  EIS  is 

16 

to  study  the  human  impacts  o?  deployment  of  the  Midgetman. 

17 

Human  beings  are  a  higher  species.  We  cannot  only  be 

10 

impacted  physically,  but  intellectually  and  psychologically 

^  i 

as  well.  Yet  the  Air  Force  refuses  to  study  anything  but 

20  | 

the  physical  impacts,  stating  an  obscure  decision  from  a 

r  1 

nuclear  power  plant  case  in  Connecticut,  I  think  it  is.  It 

22 

has  nothing  to  do  with  nuclear  weapons. 

23 

I  believe,  will  not  deployment  of  the  Midgetman  impact 

24 

us  intellectually,  psychologically,  as  well  as  physically? 

25  ' 

i 

Do  we  know  how  our  children  will  be  psychologically  effected 

(0 

OJ 
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place  to  settle  ins  -ad. 

2 

Now,  let's  consider  family  Y.  Family  Y  is  on  vacation  , 

3 

in  Montana,  they’re  from  Baltimore.  Let’s  say  they  plan 

4 

on  visiting  Yellowstone  Park  and  then  they  want  to  spend 

5 

a  few  days  driving  up  to  Glacier.  They  check  out  all  the 

6 

.ivailable  routes  and  choose  a  scenic  drive  throuqh  ccr.tral 

7 

Montana.  A  wise  choice,  as  it’s  beautiful  here.  They're 

e 

going  to  spend  a  few  days  in  Lewistown  and  spend  a  few 

9 

dollars  in  Lewistown.  They  hear  that  the  route  is  lined 

10 

with  nuclear  weapon  sites.  They  head  up  to  Flathead 

i. 

Valley  instead. 

12 

Have  people  of  Lewistown  thouqht  of  these  possibilities? 

13 

I  really  don’t  think  so.  We  think  this  is  our  economic 

salvation.  And  I  believe  it's  our  economic  downfall  to 

'5 

invite  these  systems  in  our  neighborhood,  into  our  area. 

16 

I  hope  that  these  comments  haven't  led  anybody  to 

T 

construe  that  I’n.  un-American,  that  I'm  un-oatr iotic  and 

10 

that  I  don’t  love  my  country.  I  have  nothing,  personally, 

19 

against  the  Air  Force.  The  armed  forces  do  a  necessary  job 

20 

in  this  country  protecting  us.  I  love  America  and  the 

21 

reason  I’m  speaking  out  against  these  systems  is  because  I 

22 

see  an  America  that  has  fallen  far  from  the  ideal  that  the 

2? 

world  expects  of  it.  And  I  see  an  America  heading  away 

24 

from  the  helping  hand  and  the  assistance  that  we  give  to 

25 

countries  that  need  it  all  over  the  world.  And  instead  we 

* 

co 

04 
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either  consciously  or  sub-ccnsciously  by  seeing  huge 
vehicles  carry  weapons  on  our  highways?  Kids  don't  forget 
that  quickly.  Things  bug  them  more  than  we  realize. 

The  other  day,  1  was  looking  through  a  magazine.  There 
was  a  picture  in  the  magazine  of  an  undercover  policewoman  J 
handling  a  pistol.  Hy  five  year  old  son  --  he’s  five  years 
old  —  son's  cossnent  wis,  "Was  that  the  student  who  shot 
the  teacher?"  That  was  seven  months  ago.  Psychologically 
damaging  things  stick  with  children  much  store  than  we  choose 
to  believe.  This  is  one  of  the  many  questions  not  addressed 
by  the  study. 

Has  effects  of  non-deployment  in  the  use  oi  this  j 

money  for  the  use  of  human  needs  been  studied?  It  hasn't.  i 
It  seems  that  people  are  looking  at  the  deployment  of  the  j 
Midgetman  as  an  economic  boost  co  central  Montana. 

Let  me  end  by  presenting  you  with  two  scenarios.  We’ll 
start  with  Mr.  X.  Mr.  X  is  a  small  business  somewhere  in 
the  midwest#  let’s  put  him  in  St.  Paul.  He  wants  to  move 
his  family  out  of  the  city  and  his  business  also.  He  wants 
to  move  out  west  where  he  can  enjoy  hunting  and  fishing  a  i 
all  the  beautiful  scenery.  He  hears  of  this  wonderful 
place  called  Lewistown,  which  offers  all  of  these  benefits. 
Then  he  hearB  of  our  educational  problems.  And  then  that 
two  hundred  to  two  hundred  and  fifty  more  nuclear  missiles 
are  to  be  sited  in  the  area.  Mr.  X  chooses  Colorado  as  a 
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stick  our  resources  into  nuclear  weapon  systems  that  will 
do  nobody  any  good.  Thank  you. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you,  Bruce. 

Ken  vander  Van. 

Joan  Thomas? 

MS.  THOMAS:  My  name  is  Joan  Thomas.  I  just  have 
a  few  left,  most  of  it's  been  covered.  But  in  Section  1.32, 
Operations  Concept,  it  states  operation  activities  are 
those  required  to  maintain  th~  Small  I CBM  system  in  a 
secure,  alert  condition.  Nowhere  does  it  mention  how  this 
system  will  be  considered  alert  in  the  event  of  extreme 
cold  or  blizzard  conditions  common  here  in  central  Montana. 

I  also  feel  that  the  EIS  didn't  take  into  account  the 
pollution  and  disturbance  of  the  earth  brought  out  in  the 
production  of  a  nuclear  missile.  And  who's  going  to 
finally  face  up  to  the  fact  that  radioactive  waste  is 
a  problem  that  doesn't  go  away  quickly. 

And  I  had  one  question  that  came  up  in  the  --  well, 
you  had  answered  a  question  in  the  question  period.  And 
maybe  you  can't  answer  it  now.  but  I’ll  state  it  anyway. 

You  said  that  the  state  —  in  this  process,  the  state 
would  determine  what  repairs  are  needed  on  roads  and 
bridqes  in  order  for  the  travel  of  these  vehicles.  And 
that  the  Air  Force  would  then  pay  for  it  to  be  repaired. 

And  I  was  wondering,  will  the  cost  of  determining  these 
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needed  be  paid  for  hy  the  Air  Force  too  and  if  so,  shouldn'l 
this  money  be  made  available  now  in  the  planning  stages? 

COL.  WALSH:  I  should  answer  that. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Go  ahead.  Just  briefly. 

COL.  WALSH:  That's  a  very  good  point  that  you 
brought  up.  And,  in  fact,  the  Air  Force  should  pay  for 
such  an  assessment  and  in  fact,  it  has.  It  has  already 
provided  the  amount  of  $200,000.00  dollars  to  the  state 
to  do  the  assessment.  Thank  you  very  much. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Sally  Karinen. 

MS.  KARINEN:  Sally  Karinen.  K-a-r-i-n-e-n .  I 
guess  my  comment’s  just  this.  it*s  already  sort  of  been 
stated.  I  think  it’s  Just  a  waste  of  money.  Think  of 
all  the  other  things  we  could  buy  with  all  that  money  and 
all  of  the  things  that  you  guys  could  be  doing  that  would 
be  really  good. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you.  Kraig  Kruger?  Are 
you  still  with  us?  There  w«  go.  I  knew  that  you  were 
there,  I  just  couldn't  see  because  of  this  monstrosity 
here  between  us. 

MR.  KRUGER:  Thanks.  First  off.  I'm  going  to 
agree  with  Charley  Karinen.  I  really  am  disgusted  with 
the  brand  of  yellow  journalism  that  is  practiced  by  our 
local  press.  And  two  days  from  now,  we'll  see  how  all  of 
this  was  misconstrued  here  tonight. 
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One  question  we  didn’t  quite  get  to  in  my  other  section 
was  in  every  accident  scenario,  the  hypothetical  situation 
is  only  for  the  release  of  one  percent  of  the  radioactive 
material.  Was  that  just  a  downplay,  possible  accidents  and 
hazards,  or  was  there  another  reason  for  this? 

I'll  just  have  a  short  cosnsent.  and  I'll  be  on  my  way. 
Some  of  the  military  hailed  the  Midgetman  as  a  great  defen¬ 
sive  system.  I  say  some  of  the  military  because  there  is 
disagreeawnt  in  the  Department  of  Defense,  there  is  also 
disagreement  in  Congress,  within  the  Air  Force  themselves, 
and  obviously  with  American  people  a<  to  whether  we  need 
this  weapon.  The  only  people  who  seem  to  agree  chat  we 
definitely  need  Midgetman  are  the  defense  contractors  who 
are  going  to  build  the  thing  and  reap  huge  profits  in  doing 
so.  Let's  face  it,  there  is  a  pile  of  money  to  be  stade. 

By  keeping  the  threat  of  nuclear  war  alive,  the  self-serving 
firms  that  make  armament  have  done  a  very  good  job  of  making 
sure  that  this  particular  threat  does  not  die. 

If  it  is.  indeed,  the  defense  that  we  are  looking  for, 
the  Midgetman  will  not  provide  sufficient  defense  in  ratio 
to  its  costs.  Unless  we  are  trying  to  escalate  the  nuclear 
arms  race,  we  should  not  be  building  a  weapon  with  such 
obvious  first  strike  offensive  capabilities.  We  need 
defense,  we  do  not  need  budget  deficits.  We  do  not  need  the 
lion's  share  of  our  economic  resources  drained  into  the  pool 
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the  military  industrial  complex. 

The  Defense  Department  is  the  only  Department  of 
Government  to  increase  spending  during  times  when  more 
austeric  measures  would  be  appropriate.  The  Air  Force 
wants  to  spend  fifty  billion,  perhaps  one  hundred  billion, 
on  a  weapon  system  with  a  life  expectancy  of  fifteen  to 
twenty  years.  I  would  sure  like  to  see  that  go  through 
the  loan  department  where  I  bank.  America  cannot  afford 
this.  Those  involved  in  making  war  munitions  might  learn 
from  looking  at  the  rest  of  the  country  that  these  are 
not  the  best  of  times. 

From  the  viewpoint  of  morality,  from  the  viewpoint  of 
economics,  from  the  viewpoint  of  reliability  and  effective¬ 
ness,  the  Midgetman  is  just  not  the  answer.  Thank  you. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  yo>  .  There  was  a  question 
there.  I  didn’t  know  whether  the  panel  wanted  to  give  a 
brief  response  to  it. 

COL.  WALSH i  We  can  respond. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Just  in  s  minute  or  less,  if  you 
could.  Go  ahead. 

COL.  ISAACSON:  In  response  to  the  question  with 
regard  to  the  amount  of  plutonium  that  might  be  aerosolized 
in  an  accident  scenario,  the  figure  comes  from  the  sum  total, 
the  examination  of  the  sum  total,  of  all  the  experiments 
that  we  know  of  that  have  been  done  where  plutonium  was 
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exposed  to  fires.  And  it  would  appear  from  the  results 
of  all  those  experiments  that  even  under  the  worst  case 
conditions  the  maximum  amount  of  plutonium  that  can  be 
aerosolized  in  a  fire  is  about  one  percent.  That’s  where 
the  figure  comes  from. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Mark  Hedgpeth? 

MR.  HEDGPETH:  The  question  was  answered. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you.  Thomas  Longshore? 

MR.  LONGSHORE :  The  first  meeting  that  you  had 
in  Lewistown,  I  failed  to  make  it  there,  I  didn't  have  time 
And  I’m  really  glad  1  cm me  to  this  one,  this  is  very  enjoy¬ 
able.  And  where  else  can  we  have  a  place  where  you  gentlemi 
can  come  down  and  present  your  proposals  and  the  populace 
has  the  opportunity  to  come  in  and  give  you  input  and  have 
the  free  sharing  of  ideas  here. 

The  thing  that  we  must  bear  in  mind,  and  X  guess  same 
people  must  be  forgetting  this,  this  is  freedom.  Freedom 
has  a  price.  Down  through  history,  freedom's  always  had 
a  price  of  blood  and  money .  1  don't  believe  that  I  know 

of  anybody  In  any  country  that  has  ever  won  their  freedom 
without  the  shedding  of  blood  and  the  spending  of  money. 

And  I  don't  believe  that  if  we  don’t  spend  a  little  money 
somewhere,  we’re  not  going  to  be  able  to  have  this  freedom 
that  we  have  today.  Thank  you. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you,  sir.  Jeff  Sheldon? 
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MR.  SHELDON:  Well,  I  was  out  on  a  job  site,  north 
of  town  here,  in  the  spring.  And  I  saw  a  little  incident 
I'd  kind  of  like  to  relate  it  to  you.  I  think  it's  a 
parable  of  what  this  program  will  mean  to  Lewistown  and 
central  Montana  in  general. 

I  was  at  this  construction  site  and  parked  across  the 
highway  was  one  of  those  little  armored  vehicles  there. 

It  was  a  nice  warm  spring  day,  one  of  the  first  ones  that 
we  had,  and  these  two  young  cadets,  or  whatever  they're 
called,  were  sitting  in  the  door  of  their  truck  —  back 
door  of  their  truck.  Had  a  little  tape  deck  cranked  up, 
you  could  hear  it  across  the  road.  1  was  about  one  hundred 
yards  away.  And  they  were  eating  lunch  and  drinking  some 
pop  and  stuff. 

And  T  was  out  there  for  quite  awhile,  I  was  out  there 
for  a  couple  of  hours.  And  I  just  kind  of  got  to  wondering 
why  these  guys  were  sitting  there  for  so  long.  And  I 
finally  asked  one  of  the  guys  that  were  at  this  site,  he 
said,  "Weil,  they  were  there  for  an  hour  before  you  got 
here. " 

And  about  that  time,  this  little  vehicle  shows  up; 
a  little  maintenance  vehicle  shows  up.  And  this  guy  gets 
out  and  he  tinkers  with  this  outfit.  Pive  minutes,  they 
all  pack  up  and  drive  away. 

And  I  guess,  maybe  ask  Mr.  Longshore  or  anybody  else, 
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there's  probably  a  dozen  good  garages  in  town  that  could 
have  taken  care  of  that  same  particular  need.  But  I  guess 
what  this  point  illustrates,  is  that  wt  get  the  noise,  we 
get  the  garbage,  but  the  buck  goes  someplace  else. 

And  1  guess  I'd  like  to  ask  you  a  couple  of  questions. 
Maybe  just  personal  questions.  Firs*,  of  all.  does  it 
make  any  sense  to  spend  fifty  billion  dollars  when  you're 
already  the  world’s  largest  debtor  nation,  and  the  adminis¬ 
tration's  already  running  the  largest  deficit  in  the 
history  of  the  known  universe. 

And  second,  why  doesn’t  anybody  in  this  administration 
have  the  guts  to  ask  the  American  people  to  pay  for  this 
system?  If  it's  so  important,  certainly  freedom  has  a 
price,  but  we’re  not  willing  to  pay.  We're  just  willing 
to  charge  it. 

And  finally,  I  guess  on  behalf  of  myself  and  my  family 
and  my  descendants,  hopefully,  1  guess  I'd  like  to  take 
the  opportunity  to  wish  you  a  pleasant  trip,  and  I  hope  you 
never  have  the  opportunity  to  return.  Thank  you. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you.  sir.  I  have  depleted 
the  list  of  those  who  had  filled  out  the  comment  sheets 
indicating  a  desire  to  make  a  statement  or  ask  a  question. 

I  have  fourteen  minutes  left,  or  thereabouts,  to  the  time 
that  this  facility  has  been  made  available. 

And  I  know  that  my  court  reporter's  fingers  are  getting 
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1  tired,  but  I  will  open  up  the  opportunity  at  this  point  in 
*  time  for  anybody  that  didn't  fill  out  a  comment  sheet 

3  that  would  like,  based  upon  anything  that's  been 

4  to  either  make  a  comment  or  ask  a  question  at  this  point 
8  in  time. 

8  i;  Just  come  forth  to  this  microphone,  since  I  don't  have 

7  j  your  name  written  down,  be  extra  clear.  I  think  I'm  going 

8  <•  to  get  a  comment  sheet  here. 

9  ;■  MS.  TURECK:  I  am  Judy  Tureck.  I  am  from  the 

10  j,  renowned  area  of  Coffee  Creek,  Montana.  I  grew  up  in 

11  Stanford  and  Denton  area  and  I  was  introduced  in  the  early 

12  I  1960s  to  missiles  about  one  mile  from  my  home. 

13  At  that  time,  we  were  taken  down  on  a  public  relations 

14  tour  to  see  the  new  hope  of  total  destruction.  At  that 

15  time,  living  only  a  mile  away,  I  thought  at  the  ripe  age 

te  of  fourteen,  I  don't  think  that  says  much  for  me.  And  not 
t7  later  did  I  become  aware  that  the  term  Tor  this  area  was 

18  the  kill  zone. 

19  It  wasn't  too  many  years  after  that  that  I  began 

20  trying  to  comfort  usually  nine  or  ten  your  old  children 

2?  at  night  who  usually  woke  sobbing  because  they  had  dreamed 

22  !'  that  nuclear  war  had  occurred.  That  there  was  no  living 

23  thing  left,  and  at  the  same  time,  I  tried  to  expAain 

24  to  these  children  why  they  should  have  a  reverence  for  life 

25  and  try  to  develop  a  future,  when  atomic  weaponry  made  both 
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very  questionable. 

Each  day  as  I  work  in  agriculture,  I  drive  back  and  | 

forth  between  and  among  the  several  sites.  The  one  that's  J 

only  one  mile  from  the  home  I  began  in  and  another  one 
that  sends  up  one  of  its  concrete  arms  in  one  of  our  pas¬ 
tures  next  to  a  fish  pond  that  my  family  tries  to  spend 
some  quiet  evenings  at.  Quite  often  under  surveillance  of 
armored  cars  and  occasionally  guns. 

A  couple  years  ago,  we  became  concerned  about  some 
water  out  of  this  site  that  was  killing  all  the  vegetation 
in  the  ditch.  Because  it  flows  down  into  one  of  the 
community  livestock  streams  known  as  Coffee  Creek.  And  at 
the  time  we  had  some  inkling  that  it  was  probably  an  herbi¬ 
cide  or  a  pesticide  and  we  referred  it  to  the  county  weed 
control  person  who  at  that  time  called  Malmstrom  and  was 
bluntly  told  that  it  was  none  of  his  damn  business  what 
was  coming  out  of  that  site. 

The  State  Department  of  Health  and  Environmental 
Science  was  later  able  to  tell  us  it  was  one  of  the  sloppiest! 
jobs  of  fungicide  disposal  they'd  ever  seen. 

By  the  way.  I  hope  some  of  your  men  can  shoot  straighter' 
at  their  targets  than  they  do  at  the  deer  they  try  to  lit 
when  they  come  hunting.  j 

Each  day  I  live  and  work  in  an  agriculture  whose 
stability  has  kept  this  community  alive  for  many  years,  not 
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Ilka  ths  boo*  and  bust  cycle  that  we  experienced  during  tha 
aarly  'ftOa.  I'd  like  to  close  on  a  a  lightly  wra  philo- 
sophical  nota.  bacauaa  all  of  this  becomes  juatifiad  by 
political  and  national  propoganda  that  alas  at  ona  thing j 
that  we  must  persuade  ona  sat  of  paopla  that  anothar  sat 
of  paopla  ara  not  raally  human  and  tharafora  it’s  legiti¬ 
mate  to  put  them  undar  surveillance,  to  bully  them,  or 
avan  murder  them. 

As  ona  of  those  individual  paopla,  I  stand  morally 
and  ethically  opposed  to  any  further  nuclear  development 
or  proliferation.  Thank  you. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you.  Hiss  Tureck .  Anyone 

else? 

Go  ahead,  sir. 

MS.  LA  FOUNTAIN:  Yeah,  my  naM  is  Don  La  Fountain. 
I'm  a  central  Montana  native  — 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Could  you  Spall  your  last  name, 
sir,  please? 

MR.  LA  FOUNTAIN:  La  Fountain.  L-a-F-o-u-n-t-a-i-n. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you. 

MR.  LA  FOUNTAIN:  I’ve  got  a  few  comments.  r'd 
like  to  say  to  Mr.  Kruger.  I  think  your  first  question  was 
valid.  Your  first  question  was  valid,  I  think.  I  agree 
totally  with  you  (pointing).  I  guess  my  coaments  don't 
pertain  exactly,  directly  to  tha  EIS,  but  since  you  brought 
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open  tha  floor  by  saying  it's  still  s  proposal  and  ona  of 
the  purpose*  of  these  meetings  is  to  get  comment,  public 
comment  on  this  program,  I  guess  my  comment  is,  I  don't 
sea  tha  feasibility  in  it.  I’m  sura  in  tha  military  —  it 
sounds  Ilka  a  military  industry  plot  to  me,  to  earn  more 
money . 

You  talk  about  nuclear  destruction  scenarios.  What 
is  to  stop  the  Soviet  Union  from  totally  annihilating 
Montana  in  a  nuclear  attack?  Is  ths  United  Stataa  going  to 
wait  until  tha  soviet  bombs  land  before  they  respond?  Or 
ara  they  going  to  wait  until  they  have  attack  confirmation 
before  they  respond?  If  they  don't  wait  until  tha  missiles 
land  or  explode,  than  what's  wrong  with  tha  missiles  now? 
They  can  still  go  off,  they  ain't  going  to  be  destructed. 

If  tha  Soviets  do  respond  by  destroying,  totally. 
Montana,  what  good  is  thesa  new  missiles  going  to  do? 

By  tha  time  word  is  received  of  a  Soviet  attack,  what  is 
it  until  tha  missiles  land?  TVenty-five  minutes  or  so? 

How  far  can  those  heavy  vehicles  gat  in  twenty-five  minutes? 
Twenty- five  miles? 

I  sea  no  feasibility  in  at  ail.  it  sounds  like  a 
military  industrial  plot  to  me.  But  that  was  my  comment. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you,  sir. 

It's  bean  my  pleasure  to  be  here  this  evening.  I 
want  to  thank  all  of  you  for  taking  time  out  of  your  schad- 
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ulas  to  taka  part  and  participate  in  these  hearings.  As 
many  of  you  know,  there  will  be  others  conducted  at  other 
locations.  And  I  think  those  locations  are  listed  in  the 
handout  tonight. 

Your  participation  and  your  unique  perspectives  on 
these  issues  ere  the  one  thing  that  can't  come  from  anyone, 
from  any  contractor  or  from  any  element,  or  source  other 
than  yourselves.  And  that's  one  of  the  mein  reaaons  why 
this  group  is  here,  to  get  those  inputs  so  that  they  can 
be  appropriately  factored  into  the  final  package  end  the 
decision  process  on  this  particular  proposal. 

Again,  I  thank  you.  You've  been  most  considerate,  not 
only  of  us,  but  of  each  othar .  And  1  wish  you  a  good 
avenlng  and  a  safa  trip  home.  Thank  you  very  much. 
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PROCEEDINGS 


COL.  BRISTOL:  Good  evening.  My  name  is  Matt 
Bristol  and  I’m  an  Air  Force  trial  judge.  My  full-tisie 
business  out  of  Washington,  is  sitting  on  general  courts 
Martial,  that  is,  conducting  crisdnal  trials  within  the 
Air  Force. 

I  was  asked  to  come  out  here  this  week  and  serve  as 
the  hearing  officer  in  a  series  of  hearings  on  an  Air  Fores 
proposal  to  deploy  and  operate  in  peacetime  the  Seal 1 
Intercontinental  Ballistic  Missile  System  within  Minutemsn 
silos  in  north-central  Montana,  that  is,  the  silos  that  are 
under  the  operational  control  of  the  Malmstrom  Air  Force 
Base. 

I  don’t  know  anything  more,  really,  about  this  proposal 
than  many  of  you.  I’ve  read  the  notes  about  it,  1’vs  read 
the  handout.  I’m  not  an  expert  on  it.  1  haven’t  had  any 
role  in  its  development ,  nor  am  1  a  legal  advisor  for  the 
people  that  are  putting  this  proposal  together.  I  wear 
the  same  blue  suit  as  Col.  Walsh,  whom  you’ll  be  meeting 
here  in  a  moment,  and  some  of  the  flfher  Air  Force  members 
that  are  here.  But  wa  come  from  different  worlds  within 
the  Air  Force. 

My  function  tonight  is  very  simple:  to  provide  you  with 
an  opportunity  that’s  provided  by  public  law  to  learn 
information  about  this  proposal.  All  of  its  details,  and 
L>at  will  be  in  the  form  of  a  briefing  from  Col.  Walsh.  And 
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th«n  preside  over  this  hearing  and  yout  opportunity  to  g*t 
any  matters  clarified  in  your  own  minds,  that  is  to  ask 
questions  to  clarify  any  points  about  the  briefing  or  about 
the  Draft  Environmental  impact  Statement  that's  been 
published  here  recently  And  following  the  question  period 
you'll  have  an  opportunity  to  make  statements,  either  verbal 
statements  Made  from  a  microphone  like  this,  that  will  be 
taken  down  by  our  court  reporter  and  made  a  part  of  the 
public  record,  or  submit  writtsn  statements  that  will  be 
equally  a  part  of  the  public  record  and  given  equal  consider- 
ation. 

What  the  law  basically  says  is  that  if  a  governmental 
agency,  like  the  Air  Force,  wants  to  do  something  that  has 
signifiesnt  environmental  consequences,  that  the  agency  has 
to  make  an  assessment  of  those  consequences  and  factor  those 
in,  in  somewise,  to  the  operational  decision  making  about 
that  particular  proposal.  What  w©  have  tonight  is  a  pro¬ 
posal.  You'll  see  things  that  say  decision,  the  President 
decided,  someone  else  decided.  But  in  the  government  in 
the  context  of  executive  legislative  interaction,  when  the 
President  decides  something  that  requires  funding  or  in 
which  the  Congress  has  a  role,  that  very  often  is,  in 
effect,  a  recommendation  or  a  request  in  the  budget  Sense. 

So  we're  here  tonight,  not  to  justify  anything,  but 
sisf>ly  to  have  a  good,  two-way  cosssunications .  Part  one 


from  the  Air  Force  proponents  of  the  proposal  to  you.  the 
people  who  live  in  a  portion  of  the  area  most  directly  j 

impacted  by  this  proposal;  and  then  put  you  in  the  optimum 
position  by  having  your  questions  answered  and  any  matters  j 
clarified  in  your  own  mind.  Put  you  in  the  optimum  position  ! 
to  make  statements  to  the  extent  you  choose  to  do  so. 

How,  many  of  you  have  copies  of  the  comment  sheet  that  j 
was  handed  out  at  the  door.  Let  me  just  say  a  few  words 
about  that.  Number  one,  there's  no  magic  to  it.  You  can 
fill  one  out  if  you  like,  and  if  you  Just  as  soon  not,  you  I 

don’t  have  to.  it  is  the  only  record  of  your  participation  | 
in  the  hearing,  but  if  you'd  Just  as  soon  not  have  there  be  I 
a  record  of  your  participation,  that's  fine  too.  A  lot  of  I 
people  just  come  and  like  to  lieten  and  learn  without  baxng 
an  active  participant.  The  most  important  thing,  indicate 
your  address.  If  you're  a  public  official,  indicate  what 
that  particular  office  is  that  you  hold,  if  you're  the 
designated  spokesperson  for  a  private  organisation,  same, 
indicate  the  name  of  that  organisation.  And  if  you're  just 
here  as  a  private  cltttan  capacity,  all  well  and  good,  just 
indicate  that. 

And  again,  there's  a  block  to  check  if  you  want  to  ask 
a  question  during  the  question  pert  of  the  hearing.  There's 
a  block  to  check  if  you'd  like  to  make  a  verbal  statement  or 
c ciamant.  There's  a  block  to  check  if  you  want  to  submit  a 
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written  statement,  and  in  fact,  you  can  use  this  form  to  do  I 
that.  You  have  any  time  until  the  21st  of  August,  as 
Col.  Walsh  will  emphasize.  Finally,  you  can  also  check  a 
block  if  you  want  a  copy  of  either  the  Draft  Environmental 
Impact  Statement  or  the  final.  So,  it's  pretty  much  a 
multi-purpose  form.  I  urge  you  to  fill  one  out. 

What  I’m  going  to  do,  after  the  briefing,  at  the  end 
of  my  opening  remarks,  and  the  briefing  will  be  about  the  j 
one-third  point  in  tonight’s  meeting,  we'll  go  from  7:00 
to  10:00.  We'll  take  a  break  and  I'll  collect  these  forma.  ; 
I'll  put  them  in  two  piles,  pile  one  will  be  those  that 

want  to  ask  a  question,  whether  they  also  want  to  make  a  I 

I 

statement  or  not.  Pile  two  will  just  be  people  who  want 
to  make  a  statement.  And  I'll  start  working  from  the  piles  t 
and  I’ll  call  on  people  and  recognize  them.  Get  all  of 
the  questions  out  of  the  way  and  then  we'll  go  into  the  | 

second  pile  as  supplemented  by  those  that  had  both  questions 
and  statements.  I'll  move  from  one  to  the  other  until  all  i 

i 

o'  them  are  past.  And  then  I'll  call  on  those  that  didn't  i 
fill  out  the  forms  who  may  have  thought  of  a  question  or 
something  they'd  like  to  say,  just  based  on  perhaps  some  of  j 
the  discussion  that  took  place  in  the  hearing. 

This  is  a  very  informal  hearing.  Don’t  be  shy  to  ask  ! 
a  question,  don't  be  shy  to  make  a  statement.  It  is  your 
opportunity  to  give  your  unique  perspective  about  how  this 
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proposal,  as  you  perceive  it,  might  impact  upon  the  area 
that  you  know  best.  So  take  advantage  of  this  opportunity 
and  I'm  here  to  make  sure  that  you  get  the  full  opportunity 
to  which  you're  entitled.  But  we're  going  to  keep  it  pretty 
simple. 

There  is  a  time  limit;  normally,  it's  five  minutes  for 
public  officials  for  the  comment  period  and  five  minutes 
for  the  designated  representatives  of  private  organizations 
and  three  minutes  for  private  citizens.  But  what  I'll  do 
is  I'll  see  how  many  people  want  to  speak  and  how  many 
people  want  to  ask  questions.  I'll  basically  divide  the  time 
up  as  best  I  can  between  the  numbers  that  want  to  speak,  but 
try  to  make  a  fair  allocation  among  all  of  you,  so  that  no  ^ 
one  person  or  group  of  persons  speaks  to  the  exclusion  of  | 
the  opportunity  of  any  of  the  others  of  you. 

Thank  you  again  for  coming  tonight.  It's  my  pleasure 
to  be  here.  First  time  I've  been  to  Montana;  it's  a  beau-  j 

tiful  state  and  it's  a  great  place.  It's  a  great  oppor-  j 

tunity  for  me  to  be  here. 

Col.  Walsh  is  from  Norton  Air  Force  Base,  California,  ! 
where  he  just  happens  to  be  stationed.  Be  Is  the  Air  Force 
spokesperson  for  tonight's  hearing  and  himself,  an  expert 
on  this  particular  proposal.  And  without  further  delay,  I'm  1 
going  to  hand  it  over  to  him. 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  Good  evening,  ladies  and  gentle- 
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men.  As  the  Director  of  the  Environmental  Planning  at 

2 

Norton  Air  Force  Base,  for  the  Air  Force  Regional  Civil 

3 

Engineer,  I  am  responsible  for  the  preparation  of  the 

4 

Environmental  Impact  Statement.  My  main  reason  for  my 

5 

presentation  this  evening  is  to  identify  the  findings  of 

6 

our  analysis  that  were  recorded  in  the  Draft  Environmental 

7 

Impact  Statement  that  was  released  to  the  public  on  the 

a 

25th  of  June  of  this  year. 

9 

Before  going  into  the  findings,  however,  I  first  want 

10 

to  review  the  events  leading  to  the  presidential  decision 

.I 

to  deploy  the  Small  ICBM  at  Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base.  And 

12 

then  I  shall  briefly  identify  the  operational  concept  and 

13 

the  proposed  actions  and  its  alternatives.  We’ll  go  through 

14 

the  various  resources  that  will  be  required  to  field  the 

15 

system.  We'll  look  at  the  EIS  schedule,  that  is  the  events 

16 

that  have  led  to  the  development  of  the  document  as  it 

17 

stands  today.  We'll  look  at  the  scope  of  the  EIS.  Then 

18 

we'll  look  at  the  impacts  as  we  have  identified  them  in 

19 

the  EIS.  And  then  we'll  look  at  the  safety  issues.  And 

20 

then  lastly,  we'll  look  at  the  mitigations. 

21 

Now,  as  many  of  you  may  recall,  back  in  January  of  1983  ! 

71 

the  President  established  a  bipartisan  Commission  which  is 

23 

now  known  as  the  Scowcroft  Commission,  to  look  at  the  entire 

24 

U.S.  strategic  weapons  system  and  to  make  recommendations 

25 

as  to  how  they  should  be  developed  in  the  future  and  there 

t- 
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were  three  recommendations  that  cane  out  of  that  particular 
group  that  have  report  to  what  we’ re  here  about  today . 

One  was  that  to  deploy  the  one  hundred  peacekeeper 
missiles  at  F.E.  Warren;  two,  was  to  initiate  research  and 
development  o  a  Small  ICBM,  to  deploy  it,  either  in  a  hard 
silo  or  a  mobile  basing  mode;  and  three  was  to  continue 
efforts  at  arms  negotiations,  arms  limitations.  Both  the 
President  and  the  Congress  accepted  these  recommendations , 
and  in  fact,  in  the  DOD  1984  Department  of  Defense  Authori¬ 
zation  Act,  the  Congress  directed  that  we  attempt  to 
deploy  the  Small  ICBM  by  1992  or  earlier.  Furthermore, 
in  the  1986  Authorization  Bill  the  Congress  directed  the 
Air  Force  to  prepare  a  legislative  EIS  to  support  the 
basing  mode  and  deployment  area  selection  to  be  followed  by 
an  administrative  EZS,  which  we're  in  the  process  of  doing 
right  now,  to  support  site  specific  decisions  within  the 
selected  deployment  area. 

Another  decision  that  was  made  in  that  same  authoriza¬ 
tion  bill  was  to  cap  the  Peacekeeper  deployment  at  F.E.  Warrer 
at  fifty  missiles,  and  it  asked  the  President  to  recommend 
an  alternate  basing  mode,  a  more  survivable  basing  mode 
for  the  remaining  fifty  Peacekeeper  missiles.  That  particular 
direction  also  has  bearing  on  the  EIS  we're  going  to  talk 
about  tonight. 

Now,  initially  I’m  going  to  talk  about  what  was  the 
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1  ]  Air  Force  response  to  this  congressional  and  executive 

2  j  direction.  But  before  getting  into  that,  I'd  like  to  review  j 

3  i  for  you  what  we're  talking  about  in  these  various  missiles,  j 
*  :  This  particular  chart  shows  you  the  Peacekeeper,  the 

5  j:  Minuteman  and  the  Small  ICBM  missiles.  The  present 

6  |j  Minuteman  III  weighs  about  seventy-six  thousand  pounds  and 

7  |i  is  capable  of  carrying  three  warheads.  Whereas  the  peace- 

j 

8  ; !  keeper  is  one  hundred  ninety-six  thousand  pounds  and  can 

V 

9  i  carry  up  to  ten  warheads.  And  then  we  see  the  Small  ICBM 

10  ji  which  was  the  focus  of  our  EIS.  We're  talking  about  a 

11  j|  thirty-seven  thousand  pound  missile  and  it  carries  but  one 

12  i:  warhead. 

13  ;j  Now  initially,  the  Air  Force  looked  at  two  methods 

»4  ;i  of  deploying  this  system.  If  you  recall.  Congress  said 

is  |  look  at  both  a  mobile  system  as  well  as  hard  silos.  We  I 

16  !  developed  some  hard  silo  technology  and  tested  it  down  in 

17  Yuma,  Arizona  where  we  could  build  silos  that  could  with- 
ia  |  stand  significant  other  pressures,  were  in  excess  of  those 

19  !  that  can  be  withstood  by  the  existing  Minuteman  silos.  And 

20  we  also  looked  at  the  use  of  a  mobile  launcher,  a  hard 
2t  mobile  launcher,  that  will  achieve  survivability  by  its 

22  mobility.  By  its  constant  movement  it  would  be  impossible 

23  for  the  Soviet  targeteer  to  know  precisely  where  the  vehicle 

24  was  and  therefore,  to  attack  it  effectively.  j 

25  For  the  hard  mobile  launcher  system  we  looked  at  two 


operational  concepts.  One  concept  involved  the  deployment 
of  this  system  down  in  the  southwestern  United  states  on 
large  military  reservations,  where  the  vehicle  would  be 
roaming  constantly  within  the  military  reservation;  but 
then  upon  notice  of  a  Soviet  attack,  would  dash  off  base, 
thereby  further  reducing  the  effectiveness  of  such  an 
attack. 

The  second  operational  concept  that  we  looked  at  was 
the  deployment  of  the  same  hard  mobile  launchers  on 

1 

Minuteman  silos.  In  this  particular  case,  you  have  the  | 

combined  effect  of  the  disbursed  nature  of  the  silos,  com¬ 
bined  with  the  ability  of  these  vehicles  to  dash  off  those  | 
silos  on  the  notice  of  a  Soviet  attack  and  gain  access  to 
large  quantities  of  land,  thereby  making  the  Soviet  attack  j 
very  ineffective.  Another  comment  that  should  be  made  about  : 
this  last  method  of  deployment  is  that  by  using  the  existing  j 
infrastructure  that  exists  at  xinuteman  bases,  we're  able  j 
to  significantly  reduce  the  costs,  both  in  dol’ars  and  in  ' 
man  power,  as  compared  to  the  random  movement  system. 

Now,  earlier  this  year,  or  I  should  say  at  the  latter 
part  of  last  year,  the  Air  Force  completed  the  legislative 
EIS  that  was  directed  by  Congress  and  with  the  aid  of  that 
legislative  EIS  the  President  was  able  to  make  his  decision 
on  the  basing  mode  and  deployment  area.  And  his  decision  i 
was  to  deploy  the  Small  ICBM  in  hard  mobile  launchers  on 
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10 

, 

Minuteman  bxIm  with  Malmetrom  Air  Force  Base  Identified  as 

2 

the  initial  operating  capability  base.  He  also  identified 

3 

the  possibility  of  going  to  Ellsworth  and  F.E.  Warren  Air 

4 

force  Bases  in  the  future.  And  at  the  same  time  he 

$ 

retained  the  option  to  go  to  random  movement  basing. 

0 

identifying  Texas-New  Mexico  and  Arizona  as  the  possible  base) 

7 

for  that  deployment  system.  The  exact  number  of  weapons  to 

0 

be  deployed  would,  of  course,  be  dependent  upon  the  threat 

9 

as  it  develops  and,  of  course,  continuing  arms  negotiations. 

10 

Now,  the  operations  concept  as  it  stands  right  now,  is 

11 

that  the  systems  will  be  deployed  at  selected  launch  facili- 

12 

ties.  And  we'll  talk  a  little  bit  about  the  selection  of  the 

13 

launch  facilit  ••  in  a  few  moments,  because  I'm  sure  sosm  of 

.. 

you  are  very  interested  in  that  impact.  The  security  to  the 

15 

systems  will  be  provided  by  the  drivers,  by  s  response  team, 

16 

by  delayed  mechanisms  that  are  built  in  the  hard  mobile 

17 

launcher  and,  of  course,  the  fencing  that  is  around  the 

10 

systems.  There  will  be,  of  course,  considerable  road  travel 

19 

in  the  initial  deployment  years.  But  after  the  initial  d«- 

20 

ployment  there  should  be  but  one  trip,  one  round  trip  per  yeai 

21 

for  each  vehicle  back  to  the  main  operating  base,  that  is 

22 

Kalmstrom,  for  major  maintenance.  That  is  the  only  time  that 

23 

you  will  see  these  vehicles  on  the  Montana  roads.  They  will 

24 

not  be  training  on  the  Montana  roads.  There  will  be  s  test 

25 

track  built  adjacent  to  the  Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base  for  such 
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i  Now.  v.  intend  to.  Or  we  will  hove  to  enlarge  the  silo  area. 

2 

1  In  the  FIS  we  indicated  a  range  of  between  1.5  to  2.5  acres 

3 

1  that  would  have  to  be  acquired  and  fenced  for  the  system. 

4 

!  However,  since  the  time  of  the  publication  of  this  document 

5 

j  and  since  we  have  done  subsequent  studies  of  each  silo. 

0 

j  we  have  found  that  that  requirement  is  approximately  now 

7 

about  .1  to  about  1.6  acres. 

0 

One  issue  that  is  of  most  concern  to  quite  a  few 

9 

1  people  is  expended  safety  sones  that  accompany  such  a 

10 

11 

j  deployment,  with  the  case  of  the  igloo,  the  safety  rone 
is  increased  to  twelve  hundred  and  fifty  feet  as  opposed 

12 

1  to  the  present  twelve  hundred  feet  around  a  Minuteman  silo. 

13 

This  is  an  area  where  inhabited  facilities  would  be  pro- 

t4 

hibited. 

15 

Now.  in  the  proposed  action  there  were  twenty  launch 

10 

,  facilities  that  had  inhabited  facilitias  within  tha  expanded 

17 

'  quantity  or  safety  zone.  But  in  doing  our  analysts. 

IS 

in  taking  into  account  such  things  as  the  cost,  operational 

19 

;  effectiveness,  the  emotional  Impact  on  evicting  people  from 

20 

their  homes,  etcetera,  we  were  able  to  make  a  selection 

21 

which  is  included  In  your  handout  tonight  that  does  not 

22 

1  include  any  of  tho.e  l.f's.  or  launch  facilities,  that 

23 

has  an  inhabited  facility  within  the  expended  safety  lone. 

24 

and  it  should  be  noted  at  this  time  that  we  have  managed 

j 

25 

to  do  the  same  thing  for  all  the  other  options  that  we’re 
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training.  So  it  will  just  be  those  one  time  per  year  round 
trips  to  the  base  for  swintenance  th*t  you  will  have  these 
vehicles  on  the  roads.  And  of  course,  they  will  only  dash 
off  the  base,  off  the  site,  on  notice  of  a  Soviet  attack. 

S  should  also  point  out  at  this  ties,  because  this  is 
a  question  that  is  raised  over  and  over  again,  the  role  of  j 
the  drivers.  The  drivers  are  there  for  mobility  only.  They  > 
have  no  control  over  the  missile.  The  missile  will  be  j 

controlled  or  launched  from  s  remote  control  post,  either 
ground  or  airborne  that  will  be  under  the  National  Command 
Authority. 

c*ow,  in  the  E1S  we  looked  at  the  proposed  action,  three 
system  alternatives,  and  of  course,  the  no-action  alterna- 
tive.  The  illustration  that  we  show  you  here  is  in  the  j 

proposed  action  where  we  intend,  or  would  propose,  to  put  one | 

I 

or  two  hundred  missiles  on  one  hundred  silos,  that  would  | 
be  two  missiles  per  silo,  and  shelter  them  in  an  igloo-type  | 
structure  as  shown  here.  j 

The  proposed  action  would  require  about  thirty-one  | 

hundred  people  to  men,  or  provide  the  service,  the  maintenanc4 
and  also  to  provide  the  drivers.  You  can  see  that  the 
buildup  starts  in  1990  and  actually  reaches  stability  after  j 
about  seven  years  at  about  thirty-one  hundred  people. 

Now,  one  of  the  major  issues  that  has  come  about  be-  j 
cause  of  this  proposal  is  what  happens  at  each  selected  silo.j 
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going  to  talk  about  tonight.  So,  at  this  particular  point  | 
in  time,  Cor  the  proposed  action  and  for  the  alternatives, 
we  are  able  to  meet  our  operational  requirements  without 
selecting  any  launch  facilities  where  we  would  be  impacting 
an  inhabited  facility  or  home. 

Now,  as  part  of  this  proposed  action  it  will  be  neces-  | 
sary  to  upgrade  the  roads  within  the  deployment  area.  More 
specifically,  what  we  refer  to  as  a  transporter-erector  j 

route,  or  the  roads  that  are  used  by  the  Air  Force  to  get 
from  base  to  the  individual  launch  facility.  Now,  this  is  | 
a  process  where  we  work  with  the  state  to  look  at  the  road 
system  and  the  state  makes  a  determination  on  how  the  road 
should  be  developed,  both  to  meet  our  needs  as  well  as 
the  continuing  needs  of  the  people  of  Montana.  At  this 
time,  the  Air  Force  has  provided  two  hundred  thousand  i 

dollars  to  the  state  to  make  this  assessment.  And  then  once 
the  state  hes  made  the  assessment,  then  we  will  sit  down 
and  start  working  with  the  state  in  first  of  all  providing 
design  monies  and,  thereafter,  construction  monies  to  exe¬ 
cute  the  prograb. 

Now,  on  the  base  itself,  Helmstrom  Air  Force  Bese.  we 
could  be  building  up  to  seventeen  hundred  units  of  military 
family  housing  on  land  adjacent  to  the  base.  We  will  be 
building  personnel  support  facilities  in  the  cantonment 
area  on  the  west  side  of  the  bese  and  the  technical  facili- 
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tie*  on  the  east  side  of  the  base.  In  addition  to  that,  we 
will  be  acquiring  approximately  six  hundred  acres  of  land 
eaet  of  the  base  for  this  training  area  for  the  vehicle 
drivers. 

The  total  cost  of  this  particular  effort  will  be 
approximately  one  bilion  dollars.  The  peak  year,  as  you 
can  note  here,  will  be  in  1993  where  we  will  be  spending 
up  to  two  hundred  thirteen  million  dollars. 

In  the  peak  construction  year,  as  far  as  n*an  power  is 
concerned,  1990,  we  will  be  employing  up  to  eleven  hundred 
workers  on  this  particular  project. 

Now,  this  particular  chart  really  is  a  brief  summary 
of  the  alternative  actions  to  the  proposed  action  that 
we've  just  covered.  And  I'm  only  going  to  mention  key 
features  that  you  should  be  aware  of.  The  alternative  number 
one  still  requires  the  deployment  of  two  hundred  hard  mobile 
launchers  on  one  hundred  silos,  but  in  this  particular  case 
we’re  using  pre-engineered  buildings  in  lieu  of  igloos.  The 
significance  here  is  that  the  safety  zone  where  inhabited 
facilities  will  be  prevented  or  prohibited,  is  much  larger; 
now  one  thousand  seven  hundred  ninety-five  feet,  but  as  1 
indicated  earlier,  we  will  still  be  able  to  select  our  l.f's. 
so  that  we  will  be  able  to  avoid  inhabited  facilities,  even 
under  this  option. 

Alternative  two  involves  the  deployment  of  two  hundred 
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fifty  hard  mobile  launchers.  Again,  this  time  on  one  hun¬ 
dred  twenty-five  silos.  The  impact  here,  of  course,  is 
that  there's  more  operational  people,  more  facilities  to 
construct.  So  we're  seeing  larger  impacts  in  a  socio¬ 
economic  aren.i. 

The  last  alternative,  alternative  three,  involves 
deploying  two  hundred  HMLs,  or  hard  mobile  launchers,  on 
two  hundred  silos.  That's  one  for  every  available  silo. 
Now,  the  drawbacks  of  this  particular  system  is  that  the 
Air  Force  has  no  flexibility  in  the  selection  of  silos  so 
this  articular  case,  and  this  particular  case  only,  v* 
could  impact  inhabited  facilities  at  twenty-five  launch 
facilities . 

Now,  just  to  give  you  some  point  of  reference,  I've 
been  talking  about  pre-engineered  buildings;  and  this  is 
an  illustration  of  what  a  pre-engineered  building  might 
look  like  at  a  typical  silo. 

Now,  let's  look  at  the  schedule  by  which  we've  been 
working.  We  have  been  under  an  extre&iely  tight  schedule 
because  of  the  requirement  by  the  Congress  to  deploy  the 
system  by  1992.  We  started  this  EIS,  or  the  Environmental 
Impact  Statement,  early  this  year  and  we  had  scoping 
meetings  in  four  locations  as  well  as  meetings  with  the 
federal,  state  and  local  agencies  to  get  input  on  what  were 
the  issues  that  should  be  analyzed  in  this  EIS.  As  I  indi- 
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cated  earlier  the  Draft  EIS  was  released  in  June  of  this 
year,  June  the  25th,  and  copies  were  sent  to  everyone  that 
attended  the  scoping  meetings  and  were  also  made  available 
to  all  the  public  libraries  in  the  area. 

The  public  has,  basically,  until  the  21st  of  August 
in  which  to  give  us  comments.  In  other  words,  you  can  give 
us  comments  tonight  or  you  can  go  home  and  you  can  consider 
what  we  have  presented  here  tonight  and  send  mail  consents 
into  us.  And  as  long  as  we  receive  them,  postmarked,  by 
the  2lst  of  August,  thev  will  ideration 

to  your  verbal  comments  tonight.  The  reason  we  have  to 
cut  it  off  on  the  21st  of  August  is  that  we  need  to  have 
sufficient  time  to  analyze  your  inputs  and  make  adjustments 
to  the  document,  as  necessary,  and  publish  it  to  meet  the 
Congressional  milestones. 

During  this  public  comment  period,  we  intend  to  have 
six  public  hearings,  two  more  hearings  than  we  had  scoping 
meetinqs.  The  reason  we  added  Harlowton  and  Augusta  was 
base*:'  upon  inputs  that  we  received  at  the  scoping  meetings 
that  we  needed  to  let  more  people  have  the  opiortunity  to 
be  able  to  let  their  views  be  known. 

Now,  the  Environmental  Impact  Statement  addresses  the 
consequences  of  the  deployment  and  the  peacetime  operation 
of  the  Small  ICBM  at  Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base.  You  may  be 
aware  that  recently  a  decision  was  made  to  deploy  a  KC-135 
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refueling  wing  to  Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base.  An  environmental 
assessment  was  done  or  prepared  for  that  particular  deploy¬ 
ment  and  the  consequences  of  that  deployment  are  included 
as  a  baseline  or  no-action  condition  in  the  EIS.  You  stay 
also  be  aware  that  in  response  to  the  congressional  direction 
to  the  President,  the  President  has  recommended  the  deploy¬ 
ment  of  fifty  peacekeeper  missiles  in  a  Rail  Garrison  Basing  j 
Mode  and  identified  Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base  as  a  candidate 
for  that  particular  basing  mode.  The  cumulative  impacts 
of  both  the  Small  ICEM  and  Peacekeeper  mission  going  to 
Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base  are  included  also  in  the  EIS. 

Now,  we  looked  at  twelve  resource  categories  in 
studying,  or  we  divided  our  analysis  into  twelve  resource 
categories.  And  we  will  first  of  all  start  our  analysis  [ 
by  looking  at  the  largest  geographical  extent  of  the  impacts  ) 

j 

but  then  having  accomplished  that  analysis,  we  focused  our 
attention  on  those  areas  where  the  impacts  were  most  pro¬ 
nounced.  We  identified  in  the  document  where  we  felt  the  j 
impacts  were  significant,  or  another  way  of  saying  it,  is  j 
important, or  of  the  greatest  concern.  And  we  also  identified! 
the  length  or  duration  of  the  impacts  whether  they  were 
just  short-duration  associated  with  the  construction  activi-  ! 
ties  or  long-duration  associated  with  primarily  operation 
activities. 

The  one  point  I  should  make  about  this  entire  Environ- 
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mental  Statement  is  that,  based  upon  ary  experience  in 

, 

’ 

involved  in  sales  or  services  in  support  of  the  eleven 

2 

preparing  these  statements,  thet  the  impacts  associated 

2 

hundred  people  working  on  the  project.  And  that  twelve 

3 

with  this  deployment  are  on  a  relatively  minor  scale  and 

3 

hundred  people  would  be  available.  Those  twelve  hundred 

4 

in  ny  opinion,  with  judicious  action,  both  by  the  local 

4 

Indirect  jobs  would  be  required,  not  only  in  the  construction 

5 

authorities  and  the  Air  porce,  can  be  mitigated  fairly 

5 

phase  of  the  project,  but  also  in  the  operational  phase  of 

8 

easily.  However,  it  doesn't  mean  to  say  that  we  have  to 

8 

the  project.  Baaed  upon  our  analysis,  we  have  Indicated, 

7 

speak  lightly  of  what  the  impacts  are.  We  do  have  some 

7 

or  we  have  concluded,  that  over  eighty  percent  of  those  joba. 

8 

major  concerns,  primarily  in  the  socioeconomic  arena  and 

8 

both  the  eleven  hundred  and  the  twelve  hundred  combined, 

9 

also  as  it  was  mentioned  last  night  in  our  hearing  in 

9 

can  be  filled  by  people  from  the  local  area,  or  from  the 

10 

Lewistown,  with  respect  to  transportation. 

10 

state  of  Montana.  We  estimate  that  the  employment  rate  in 

tt 

In  the  first  resource,  socioeconomics,  we  looked  at  six 

11 

this  particular  region  will,  the  unemployment  rate  rather. 

12 

basic  areas.  The  regional  economic  base,  demographic  charac¬ 

12 

will  drop  by  one  percent  because  of  this  particular  activity. 

13 

teristics,  housing,  education,  public  services,  and  public 

13 

Furthermore,  due  to  the  activities  here,  there  will  be 

14 

finance.  In  the  economic  base,  we  looked  at  the  impact  upon 

14 

an  additional  about  $990  million  dollars  spent  in  the  area 

15 

the  entire  nine-county  region  effected  by  the  deployment 

15 

between  the  years  1990  and  2005  and  on  an  annual  basis,  the 

18 

and  we  made  an  eatisuite,  or  our  analysis  looked  at  what  were 

18 

military  and  the  contracting  office  on  the  base  would  spend 

17 

the  labor  requirements  required  by  the  Air  Porce  to  construct 

17 

about  163  million  dollars  in  the  area.  So,  overall,  our 

18 

the  system  and  what  was  the  availability  of  labor  in  the 

>• 

assessment  as  far  as  the  economic  base  is  concerned,  that  the 

19 

area.  Of  course,  the  greater  amount  of  labor  that  was  avail¬ 

19 

benefits  of  this  project,  or  that  project,  would  be  extremely 

20 

able  in  the  area,  the  greater  economic  benefit  to  the  area 

20 

beneficial  to  the  area. 

21 

itaelf . 

21 

Now,  «K>ving  on  to  demographics.  Zn  this  particular 

n 

As  I  mentioned  earlier,  the  peak  employment  was  about 

22 

area  we  looked  at  estimates  of  the  coaaunity  population 

23 

eleven  hundred  people,  but  associated  with  that  peak  employ¬ 

23 

and  assessed  the  potential  for  similation  of  the  in-migrating 

24 

ment  tnere  was  an  indirect  labor  requirement  for  employment 

24 

population.  Now,  most  of  the  in-migrating  population  will 

25 

of  about  twelve  hundred  people.  These  would  be  those  people 

25 

be  associated  with  the  military  coming  into  the  area  and 
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1 

that  will  be  greatly  focused  in  the  Great  Falls  area.  We 

1 

permanent  facilities  in  the  area  to  meet  our  needs.  However, 

2 

see  associated  with  the  thirty-one  hundred  people  coming 

2 

in  the  operational  phase  we  discovered  that  the  private 

3 

into  the  Great  Palls,  when  you  include  their  families,  you  can 

3 

sector  could  not  respond  and  provide  housing  that  the  ! 

4  i 

see  that  we  have  an  increase  of  between  seven  to  eight 

4 

average  military  person  could  afford.  As  a  consequence. 

5 

i 

thousand  people  or  the  population  of  Great  Palls,  the  mili¬ 

5 

it  will  be  necessary  for  the  Military  to  provide  other 

. 

tary  population  of  Great  Falls,  would  change  from  about 

• 

housing  on-base  or  through  another  federal  program. 

7 

ten  thousand  seven  hundred  people  to  over  eighteen  thousand 

7 

Another  area  of  concern  was  education.  In  this  case,  j 

8 

people. 

' 

we  looked  at  the  school  systems  in  the  effected  area  and  , 

9 

Now,  that's  an  increase  going  from  fifteen  percent  of 

their  ability  to  assimilate  the  children  associated  with  the  ’ 

10 

the  population  to  twenty-four  percent  of  the  population  of 

10 

in-migrating  population.  The  focus  of  our  attention,  or 

11 

Great  Palls.  And  just  the  characteristics  of  these  people 

11 

the  focus  of  the  impact,  was  the  Great  Falls  school  system 

12 

.re  quire  different  from  the  residential  people  of  the 

12 

where  there  was  going  to  be  an  increase  of  twelve  hundred 

13 

population,  both  in  age,  income,  marital  status  and  geogra¬ 

13 

students  to  that  system,  or  approximately  ".1  percent 

14  ! 

phic  origin.  So  we  find  in  this  particular  effort  or 

14 

increase.  This  would  cause  the  student-teacher  ratio  to 

_ 

15  ; 

analysis  that  the  impacts  would  be  quite  significant. 

15 

exceed  the  state  standard  without  a  mitigative  action. 

Another  area  of  concern  is  housing.  In  this  particular 

18 

In  all  the  other  school  systems  we  saw  that  there  was 

1 

17  i 

analysis,  we  looked  at  the  availability  of  housing  in  the 

17 

a  population  increase  of  no  more  than  fifty  students 

18  1 

region,  and  it's  ability  to  resend  to  our  particular  needs. 

18 

i 

which  could  be  well  handled  by  thoae  school  systems.  ; 

19  1 

Now,  I  should  point  out  here  that  the  Air  Force  policy  is 

19 

Under  public  services,  we  looked  at  the  capabilities 

20  ! 

to  rely  on  the  local  housing  market.  And  only  if  the  local 

20 

! 

of  the  services  provided  by  the  police,  the  health  and 

21  | 

housing  market  cannot  respond  to  the  military  needs,  will 

21 

welfare,  etcetera,  to  suoport  the  needs  of  the  in-miqrating 

22  ' 

the  Air  Porce  come  in,  and  either  build  housing  or  provide 

22 

, 

population.  As  far  as  the  services  required,  w#  felt  there 

23  j 

housing  through  some  other  federal  program. 

23 

was  going  to  be  a  slight  increase  in  demand  that  could 

24 

In  this  analysis,  we  concluded  that  during  the  opera¬ 

24 

cause  between  a  five  to  ten  percent  increase  in  the  numbers 

25 

tional  phase,  there  was  sufficient  hotels,  motels,  and 

25 

of  servicing  people  required.  But  as  far  as  physical  facili- 
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ties  we  found  that  most  of  the  facilities  in  this  area  were 

2 

built  for  populations  much  larger  than  would  be  experienced 

3 

within  the  next  ten  to  fifteen  years,  and  therefore,  could 

« 

well  handle  the  in-migrating  population. 

5 

In  public  finance,  we  analyzed  the  revenues  that  could 

6 

be  gained  by  each  governmental  agency  and  the  corresponding 

7 

expenditures  that  will  be  required  by  them  to  provide  those 

6 

services  that  I  just  talked  about. 

9 

The  focus  of  our  attention,  or  the  focus  of  our  concern. 

10 

is  the  city  of  Great  Falls,  Cascade  County,  and  the  school 

11 

systems  where  throughout  the  entire  life  of  this  deployment 

12 

without  mitigated  measures  those  jurisdictions  will  suffer 

13 

financial  shortfalls. 

14 

In  Wheatland  County  and  in  Harlowton,  we  see  very 

IS 

minimal  impact  on  the  fiscal  arena. 

16 

In  utilities,  we  looked  at  solid  waste,  wastewater. 

17 

water  and  energy.  And  in  all  categories  we  found  that  there 

18 

wa3  sufficient  capacity,  either  existing  or  programmed,  to 

19 

meet  the  needs  of  this  particular  program. 

20 

In  transportation,  we  analyzed  the  roads,  public 

21 

transportation,  railroads,  and  airports.  But  again,  we 

22 

focused  our  attention  on  roads  since  we  saw  no  substantial 

23 

impacts  on  those  other  categories. 

24 

Now,  we  found  that  in  the  construction  phase,  there 

25 

was  going  to  be  considerable  congestion  on  the  roads  around 

f.rtwhry  (  V/Z/M/// 

0"’Oa<  Court  Reoorte' 

u'  w 

.406  SS"««Ve 

EV2-1/127 

DOCUMENT  126 

24  ! 

l> 

1 

i 

Under  recreation,  we  looked  at  both  regional  and  local  j 

2 

recreational  facilities  to  determine  whether  they  have  the 

capability  to  absorb  an  increase  in  in-migration.  In  the 

case  of  regional  activities  there  was  sufficient  capacity 

S 

to  do  so.  As  far  as  local  recreation,  the  impacts  were 

6 

only  associated  with  the  Great  Falls  area.  In  all  other 

7 

communities  the  recreational  facilities  were  more  than 

« 

sufficient  to  handle  the  needs  of  the  in-migration. 

9 

Under  visual  resources  we  used  the  Bureau  of  Land 

10 

Management’s  Visual  Resources  Management  Methodology  to 

11 

determine  the  impacts  of  construction  of  such  things  as 

12 

silos  or  igloos  on  the  landscape.  Because  of  the  earth- 

13 

covered  igloos  ability  to  blend  in  with  the  landscape,  we 

14 

felt  that  there  would  be  a  minimal  impact  on  visual 

IS 

resources  in  north-central  Montana  region. 

16 

In  paleontological  and  cultural  resources  we  looked 

17 

upon  the  effects  of  the  prehistoric,  historic,  architectural. 

18 

Native  American  and  paleontological  resources.  Basically, 

19 

under  prehistoric  resources,  the  sites  that  could  be 

20 

effected  were  near  bridge  construction  and  river  crossings 

21 

and  in  addition,  there  were  approximately  thirty-eight 

22 

launch  facilities  that  are  located  in  landforms  where 

23 

pre-historic  artifacts  are  likely  to  he  found.  1 

24 

Of  the  bridges  that  could  be  effected  by  our  reconstruc- ! 

2S 

tion  of  the  roads  throughout  the  Montana  area,  one  is 
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the  Greet  Falls  area  with  workers  going  to  the  base.  But 
there  would  also  be  disruption  o'  roads  throughout  the 
entire  deployment  area  as  the  st.<te  goes  about  repairing 
bridges  and  repairing  roads  to  bring  them  up  to  our  parti¬ 
cular  needs.  So  we  saw  some  degradation  of  level  of  j 

service  during  that  particular  time.  Furthermore,  because 
of  the  increased  use  of  the  roads  by  the  military  vehicles 
to  support  this  particular  deployment,  there  could  be  some  j 
lowering  of  the  level  of  service  on  roads  throughout  the 
entire  area. 

In  land  use,  we  looked  at  both  urban  and  rural  land 
uses.  With  respect  to  urban  land  uses  we  found  that  there 
was  sufficient  developable  land  to  support  our  particular 
needs . 

Under  rural  land  uses,  we  were  concerned  about  tlie 
amount  of  land  that  we  would  take  out  of  agricultural  use. 
Again,  that  number  has  gone  down  significantly  since  we’ve 
been  able  to  analyze  each  launch  facility.  And  we  are  now 
looking  at  between  .1  and  1.6  acres  per  launch  facility 
selected. 

The  other  area  of  concern  that  was  documented  in  the 
EIS  was  the  impact  on  inhabited  homes .  We  identified  the 
worst  case  in  the  EIS  for  each  of  the  alternatives.  But  as 

I’ve  indicated  now,  the  proposed  action,  that  will  not  I 

t 

effect  any  inhabited  homes .  ! 
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eligible  for  the  National  Register  of  Historic  Places  and 
six  could  be  eligible. 

There  are  some  very  important  fossil-bearing  areas  in 
the  state  of  Montana  and  there  is  the  possibility  of  dis¬ 
turbing  some  materials  that  are  important  to  the  scientific 
community  at  several  of  our  launch  facilities. 

And  lastly,  with  respect  to  the  American  Indian,  ( 

I 

there  are  no  known  sacred  sites  that  will  be  disturbed  by  j 
our  construction  activities.  However,  we  could  cause 
audible  or  visual  impacts  of  some  Indian  sacred  sites.  How-  j 
ever,  in  our  consultations  with  the  Indians  their  major  i 

concern  is  the  fact  that  we  could  come  across  a  burial. 

In  that  particular  case  the  Air  Force  has  a  policy  that  if 
we  come  across  an  Indian  burial  we  will  identify  or  notify  | 
the  appropriate  Indian  group  and  arrange  for  a  reburial  in  j 
accordance  with  their  traditional  ceremonies  or  traditional 

i 

beliefs. 

The  impacts  on  vegetation,  wildlife,  aquatic  habitats,  ( 
unique  and  sensitive  habitats  and  threatened  and  endangered  I 
species  were  studies  in  this  EIS.  The  impacts  overall  were  j 
not  expected  to  be  significant.  We  would  impact  small 
areas  of  sensitive  vegetation  around  some  l.f’s..  launch  j 
facilities.  And  it  is  possible  that  we  could  temporarily 
disturb  wildlife  particulary  in  sensitive  areas,  particu-  [ 
larly  where  big  game  seek  winter  shelter.  However,  our  • 
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disturbance  should  be  small  and  we  do  not  see  any  difficulty 
with  the  herds  or  wildlife  reestablishing  themselves  after 
the  construction  is  complete.  He  do  see  the  potential  for 
increased  hunting  and  fishing  in  the  area  associated  with 
increased  population.  However,  there  seems  to  be  ample 
capacity  within  the  state  of  Montana  to  absorb’  such  recrea-  j 
tional  activities.  And  furthermore,  the  hunting  of  bag 
game  or  sensitive  wildlife  is  regulated  by  the  State  itself. 

We  have  to  have  Section  7  consultation  in  accordance 
with  the  Endangered  Species  Act  to  look  to  see  if  this 
project  would  have  any  impact  on  endangered  species.  Our 
conclusion  was  that  it  would  have  no  impact.  And  this 
conclusion  was  concurred  with  by  the  O.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service . 

Under  water  resources  we  looked  at  water  use,  surface 
water  and  groundwater.  Now,  the  program  would  only  use 
about  seven  hundred  acre  feet  per  year  during  the  construe-  j 
tion  phase  and  approximately  fifteen  hundred  acre  feet  per 
year  during  the  operational  phase.  And  this  is  but  .1 
percent  of  the  current  use  in  the  deployment  area,  we 
looked  at  the  capacity  of  the  main  communities  to  be 
effected  by  this  deployment  and  their  capacities  were  well  j 
in  excess  of  any  demand  that  this  program  would  place 
upon  them. 

we  did  look  at  surface  water  and  we  identified  that  we 
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could  cause  temporary  problems  due  to  sedimentation  on 
surface  water.  And  this  would  be  associated  with  the 
construction  or  reconstruction  of  bridges. 

Under  geology  and  soils,  we  found  that  the  aggregate 
requirements  that  w»  would  require  for  the  construction  of 
these  roads  would  approach  three  million  tons.  Now,  there 
are  ample  supplies  of  aggregate  throughout  the  area,  but 
we  could  stress  the  production  capability  of  such.  So  in 
the  short-term  we  could  have  significant  impacts.  However, 
in  the  long-term  there  are  ample  aggregate  supplies  for 
the  industry  to  respond  to  long-term  needs. 

And  we  do  expect,  or  we  are  concerned  about  toet  soil 
problems  at  certain  launch  facilities  where  the  soils  in 
the  area  are  more  susceptible  to  erosion  and  land  movemc.t. 

In  air  quality  and  noise,  basically,  our  conclusions 
were  that  the  impacts  associated  with  this  deployment  would 
not  be  significant. 

Now,  let's  quickly  look  at  the  alternatives.  If  you 
recall  the  first  alternative  was  the  deployment  of  two 
hundred  hard  mobile  launchers  in  pre-engineered  facilities, 
as  opposed  to  the  igloos,  in  this  particular  case  the 
number  of  people  required  would  be  much  lower  and  so  it 
would  have  less  impact  in  the  socioeconomic  arena.  We  had 
the  potential  for  store  severe  impacts  of  rural  land  use, 
particularly  because  of  the  impact  on  inhabitated  homes. 
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But  as  I  indicated  earlier  and  keep  on  stressing,  we  have 
been  able  to  develop  a  proposed  action  for  these  launch  j 

facilities  which  avoids  those  inhabited  homes. 

Under  alternative  two,  which  was  the  deployment  of  two 
hundred  fifty  hard  mobile  launchers  on  one  hundred  twenty- 
five  sites,  we  found  that  the  socioeconomic  impacts  in  this  ! 
case  would  be  higher,  first  of  all  because  the  additional 
construction  required  in  the  construction  phase,  and  in 
the  lonq-term,  because  additional  operating  force  would  be  1 
required  to  manaqe  the  two  hundred  fifty  as  opposed  to  the 
two  hundred  hard  mobile  launchers.  So  we  do  see  a  more 
severe  Impact  in  the  socioeconomic  arena  associated  with 
this  alternative. 

Alternative  three:  most  of  the  impacts  associated  with  J 
this  alternative  sic  very  similar  to  the  proposed  action. 

The  only  difference,  and  of  course  a  liqnificant  point  to 
be  made  here,  is  that  we  would  impact  Inhabited  facilities  j 
at  twenty-five  launch  facilities  with  this  particular  alter-  j 
native,  There  will  be  no  way  to  avoid  such  an  impact. 

With  the  no-action  alternative,  that  would  assume  that  | 
the  base  were  to  continue  to  operate  the  Mlnutesun  system 
and  the  new  system,  the  air  refueling  wing.  Under  this 
particular  option,  or  no-action  alternative,  the  percentage  | 
of  military  population  in  Great  Falls  will  remain  at  fifteen  1 
per  ent  and  there  should  be  just  the  continued  growth  of 
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the  Montana  area  with  the  unemployment  rate  eventually 
dropping  down  to  six  percent. 

Under  the  cumulative  impacts  of  both  the  Small  1CBM  j 
and  the  peacekeeper,  for  this  peacekeeper  program  there 
would  be  approximately  an  extra  one  hundred  million  dollars 
worth  of  construction  in  the  area  so  that  would  add  about 
two  hundred  fifty  additional  jobs  on  top  of  the  eleven  | 

hundred  jobs  I  talked  about  earlier. 

Furthermore,  it  would  take  three  hundred  seventeen 
operational  personnel,  and  when  you  take  into  account  their 
families,  that  would  add  about  seven  hundred  people  to  the 
population  of  Great  Falls.  And  this,  of  course,  in  turn  , 

will  increase  the  impacts  on  the  socioeconomic  arena,  both 
for  public  services,  the  school  enrollment,  and  most  impor¬ 
tantly,  increase  the  revenue  shortfalls  to  those  three 
jurisdictions  1  mentioned  previously. 

Now,  an  area  of  great  concern  i_o  everyone  is  safety. 

In  this  particular  -ire*?  we  have  had  a  history  of  twenty-five 
years  of  operating  the  Minuteman  system  without  any  explo¬ 
sion  or  major  mishap.  However,  it  is  imperative  in  an 
environmental  impact  statement  to  at  least  hypothesize  the 
worst  jiossible  accident  that  could  occur  and  to  identify 
the  impacts  or  the  environmental  impacts  associated  with 
that  accident. 

The  worst  possible  impact  that  we  could  hypothesize 
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watt  wheie  a  tanker  truck  filled  with  fuol  t  a  mined  into  the 
hard  mobile  Launcher  as  it  was  moving  along  the  roads.  If 
this  situation  occurred  and  if  there  was  a  f lie  of  sufficient 
duration,  and  if  the  re-entry  vehicle  had  broken  open,  there 
is  a  jioas  rbi  1  Ity  that  some  plutonium  could  be  aerosolized 
ami  only  one  percent  of  the  plutonium  would  be  aerosolized. 

If  that  occurred,  there  is  a  potential  for  an  increase  in 
deaths  of  people  affected  in  the  immediate  area  of  about 
fourteen  per  million  of  those  people  affected.  Furthermore, 
the  consequences  of  cleanup  could  be  con* Lderabl e . 

How,  that  haB  been  identified  in  the  CIS.  However,  it 
should  he  emphaiized  that  the  chances  of  this  accident  ever 
occurring  are  highly  unlikely  and  in  doing  the  probability 
analysts.  It  was  estimated  that  it  should  be  about  one  In 
one  hundred  billion  chance  of  this  type  of  accident 


The  last  issue  that  I  wish  to  talk  about  right  now, 
are  the  mitigation*.  These  are  the  actions  that  are  proposed: 
to  reduce  the  advorse  impacts  of  the  proposal  action  and 
its  alternatives.  There  are  some  mitigations  that  wo  can 
assume  up-front:  construct  ion  practices ,  etcetera.  They 
have  boon  identified  in  the  EtS  and  have  been  assumed  in 
our  analysis.  There  are  actions  that  the  Air  Force  can  , 

take  to  reduce  impacts  that  now  that  we're  armed  with  the 
ms  we  can  make  Judicious  decisions  thtt  will  avoid  adverse 


im(«acts:  such  as  select  n.-n  launch  facilities  that  have 
inhabited  homes  within  the  expanded  safety  zone. 

Then  there  arc  othei  mitigation  nnasures  that  are  not 
within  the  Air  Force  authority.  And  in  these  cases .  it  is 
the  prerogative  of  the  local  ]ur i sdict Ions ,  whether  it  be 
the  state,  the  counties,  or  the  cities,  to  decide  how  they 
wish  to  respond  to  impacts  in  schools,  *n  public  finance, 
in  public  services.  But  after  they  have  made  their  deci¬ 
sion  on  how  they  wish  to  tespond  the  AH  Force  will  work 
with  thuse  jurisdictions  to  help  them  implement  their 
selected  response. 

That  concludes  my  prepared  remarks.  Thank  you  very 


COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you,  rol .  Walsh.  Let's  take 
about  a  ten  minute  recess  and  as  I  indicated  before,  for 
those  of  you  who  came  in  later,  take  the  time,  if  you  wish, 
to  fill  out  one  of  the  comment  sheets.  And  following  the 
recess,  or  during  the  recess,  take  your  completed  comment 
sheet  to  the  back  of  the  room  and  hand  it  to  one  of  the 
officers  back  there  if  you  wish  to  turn  it  in.  And  I'll  be 
using  those  to  call  on  people  during  the  second  half  of 
tonight's  hearing.  First  of  all  for  clarifying  questions 
and  secondly  for  those  of  you  who  wish  to  make  a  statement 
to  be  a  part  of  the  record  of  these  proceedings. 

So  let's  take  a  ten  minute  break  and  we'll  come  back 
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’  COL-  Bfc j. iTOL :  Okay.  I  chink  we'  going  to  go 

2  ahead  art’  get  started.  My  first  sergeant  indicated  that 

3  you  were  having  some  trouble  distinguishing  of  the 

4  words  because  of  the  vibration  of  the  mike  b/ate».  .-o  I'® 

4  just  going  to  try  to  do  my  part  of  it  without  the  aid 

*  of  technology  here. 

7  '  Here's  how  we're  going  to  ,:o  th** .  You  have  filled 

•  one  of  these  out  .»s  a  natter  of  speaking  or  asking  ques- 
2  tinns.  So  when  I  get  to  the  bottom  of  my  pile,  1*11  ask 
’0  if  there's  anyone  else  that  didn't  fill  one  of  these  that 

would  like  to  do  »o.  An'  what  wa *  1 !  io  is  have  some  of 
12  the  Air  Force  folks  that  are  here,  bring  you,  you  raise 
>3  1 2 3 4 * * 7 * 9  your  hand,  the  microphone  so  you  don't  have  to  get  up  and 
14  walk  about.  Thay'il  just  bring  you  the  microphme  and 
*9  ;  either  standing  or  sitting,  as  you  like,  speak  into  the 
*6  |'  microphone  a*  c  ,-h  as  you  can,  go  ahead  and  ask  the  ques~ 

<7  ij  tion  or  sane  the  statement.  And  then  Col.  Walsh,  he'll 
'•  /  be  introducing  the  folks  or.  his  staff,  will  respond. 

'9  ){  There  are  experts  here  from  a  number  of  *•  •’  intive 

?o  areas  and  I'm  goi-j  to  direct  all  the  questions  to  him 
3i  and  allow  him  to  decide  whom  on  his  staff,  if  anyone  he 
72  wants  to  answer  the  questions. 

23  When  you  come  up  and  when  you  put  your  face  to  the 

34  microphone  for  a  question  or  a  statement ,  1*11  asx  you  to 
2$  !'  precede  your  remarks  with  a  clear  statement  of  your  name  and 
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And  if  your  name  is  other  than  Jones,  :>mith  or  some¬ 
thing  other  then  I  would  spell,  and  I'm  not  a  very  good 
speller,  if  you  could  spell  it  so  our  reporter, 

Audrey  Petersen,  who  is  from  Lewis  town,  could  get  your 
name  for  the  record. 

everything  that  is  said  tonight  is  going  to  be  a  part 
of  that  record,  verbatim,  without  exception.  It  will  be  on 
the  record,  it  will  be  m  the  decision  package,  it  will  be 
factored  into  the  whole  process,  by  which  your  government 
decides  what  action  to  take  on  this  particular  proposal. 

I'm  not  being  critical,  or  anything,  but  another  thing 
I  noticed  during  the  first  part  of  the  proceedings  there 
was  some  very  quiet  conversation  amongst  .um  of  the  people 
in  the  room  and  it  tended  to  interfere  with  the  court 
reporter's  bearing  of  the  peor’e  that  were  speaking  at  the 
time.  So  s'..e's  sort  of  focused  in  both  ears  on  it  and 
trying  to  put  it  down  in  :-fenotype  method.  So  to  the 
extent  that  you  could  refrain  from  too  much  discussion  beck  1 
end  forth  during  the  time  that  one  of  the  people  on  the 
panel  or  one  of  you  members  of  the  public  is  speaking,  we'd 
appreciate  that. 

I'm  going  to  start  out  with  Harry  Cosgriffe.  And  I 
apologize  if  I  haven't  pronounced  your  name  correctly.  See  t 
if  we  can  qet  you  a  microphone  here. 

MR.  COSGRIFFE:  My  concern,  I  suspect  is  rather 
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1  mundane,  but  I'm  concerned  about  noxious  weeds.  And  I 

2  noticed  on  your  impact  stat  aent  that  .ou  had  not  lifted 

3  noxious  weeds. 

4  Me  have  a  r«*  .ord  here  in  Wheatland  County  ot  buiiJinq 

1  roads  and  then  finding  along  those  roads,  large  patches 

*  of  leafy  spurge  and  Russian  knapweed  and  Canadian  thistle 

7  and  other  weeds.  It  would  se*m  to  me  that  if  y-.m  intend  to 

•  build  roads,  maintain  r  >ads .  or  move  larqe  numbers  of 

9  vehicles,  that  there  should  b%  a  sinking  fund,  perhaps 
'0  managed  by  the  county,  to  control  the  wmeds . 

"  And  that  simply  out  is  my  concern.  T  would  suggest 

’3  that  a  sinking  fund,  without  qlvinq  it  much  thought,  in 
the  neighborhood  of  a  couple  million  dollars.  And  that 
,4  may  sound  like  a  large  amount  to  you  folks,  hut  if  you've 

'3  controlled  weeds,  or  had  to  control  them,  spend  money  for 

'•  chemical ,  labor  equipment,  and  so  on,  that  amount  can  be 
if  utilized  quite  rapidly. 

it  So  I'd  like  to  have  you,  if  you  will,  give  conaidera- 

•*  tlon  to  that  particular  problem.  Has  to  do  with  the 

30  environment,  the  environment,  and  it  >  ertainly  is  an  envtron- 

21  mental  problem. 

22  COL.  BRISTOL!  1  Tank  you,  sir.  Col.  Walsh,  did 

23  you  want  to  address  thae? 

?«  COL.  WALSH:  Yes.  I  would,  please.  This  vs  an 

25  issue  that  has  been  raised  several  times  during  the  scop*ng 
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meetings.  And  as  I  indicated  ir.  my  comenu  earlier,  about 
the  defense  access  road  systems,  this  is  an  effort  we're 
working  with  the  state  in  both  identifying  our  requirements. 

We  ident  .fied  our  requirements  to  the  state,  the  state 
assesses  what  it  will  take  to  do,  or  what  is  necessary  to 
accomplish  to  the  roads,  and  bridges  to  meet  our  require¬ 
ments.  we  provide  the  state  the  money  to  design,  we  provide 
the  state  the  money  to  supervise  or  to  take  cate  of  the 
construction.  There  is  a  working  committee  that  has  been 
established  subordinate  to  the  overall  cover  nor '  s  working 
qroup  just  specifically  for  roads .  Me  had  the  first  full 
meeting  of  that  group,  oh.  it  was  about  a  month  aqo,  where 
the  representatives  o’-  the  various  county  commissions  were 
invited  so  they  could  understand  the  entire  process  *rd 
the  r  role  in  the  levelopneot  of  the  state's  response  to 
the  Air  Fore*. 

We  would  use  that  particular  to  rum  to  get  this 
requirement  to  the  state  so  that  they  identify  this  part  - 
cutar  requirement  to  the  government  and  get  necessary  action 
taken  by  the  state  or  by  the  contractors  that  are  working 
for  the  state  so  they  can  take  care  of  that  particular 
problem.  That  would  be  thr  h«*st  vehicle.  And  then  you, 
through  your  commies  toners ,  can  insure  that  that  word  gets 
back  to  the  state  agencies  and  government.  Thank  you. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  f>an  Mainwarmg.  Would  you  spell 
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your  last  name,  just  for  the  record? 

MR.  MAINWAR ING  :  It's  M-d-i-n-W-a-fi-ll-q  .  I'm 
not  u*ed  to  speaking  at  things  like  this,  but  I'll  have 
a  go  of  it  here. 

Z  apologize  if  I  ask  some  questions  that  are  already 
answered  in  the  EIS,  but  1  have  not  had  a  chance  to  com¬ 
pletely  read  that  and  it’s  quite  lengthy. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Speak,  Dan,  into  the  mike  as  much 
as  you  can. 

MR.  MAINWARING:  1  have  a  list  of  questions  that 
you  can  probably  answer  without  much  difficulty.  I  wonder 
about  what  kind  of  consideration  has  been  given  to  this 
particular  weapon  under  sub-zero  condition'  and  ground 
blizzards  situation  that  we  have  here  frequently.  How 
you've  tested  that  and  what's  your  conclusions  on  how 
effective  that  would  be  under  those  situations. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Why  don't  we  let  Col.  Walsh  or 
a  member  of  ye-  staff  address  that  one.  We'll  take  them 
one  at  a  time. 

COL.  WALSH:  With  respect  to  that,  that  was  also 
a  concern  of  the  government  and  we  initiated  a  cold-weather 
test  this  year.  Unfortunately ,  or  fortunately,  depending 
upon  your  perspective,  the  system  wasn't  fully  tested  be¬ 
cause  you  ha.’  a  relatively  mild  winter  this  year. 

However,  we  have  had  other  opportunities  to  test  the 


1  system.  Some  of  the  contractors  have  cold  weather  facilities 

2  where  they  could  reduce  the  facilities  to  sub-zero 

3  temperatures  and  see  how  the  system  will  work.  And  we  have 

4  been  conducting  tests  under  those  types  of  conditions.  And 

5  I  would  imagine  that  next  year,  again,  we'll  be  back  at 

6  Malmstrom  to  continue  the  cold  weather  testing.  Hoping,  I 

7  guess  again,  contrary  to  what  the  local  peop-^  will  be 

a  hoping  for,  for  real  ccld  weather  so  we  can  really  test  the 
9  vehicle  to  the  maximum  extent. 

»o  But,  yes,  that  is  a  concern  and  part  of  the  full-scale 

ii  development  program  is  to  test  and  prove  that  the  vehicle  j 

i?  j  can  perform  under  such  circumstances.  ! 

13  MR.  MAINWARING:  Thank  you.  Another  area  of 

M  ■'  concern  that  I've  read  about  in  the  newspaper,  and  I 

15  question  myself,  is  that  one  of  the  primary  data  gatherers  or J 

16  input  people  you  use  is  Tetra  Teen  and  they  are,  in  fact,  J 

17  a  subsidiary  of  Honeywell,  who  is  a  defense  contractor  that  , 
ie  also  has  interests  in  this  project.  And  there's  been  some 

19  >.  discussion  as  to  whether  or  not  there  might  have  been  some  | 

20  conflict  of  interest  there.  j 

21  COL.  WALSH:  Yes,  that's  an  issue  that  has  been 

22  ;  raised  in  recent  days.  And  I  would  like  Major  Van  Ness  to  ! 

23  answer  this  particular  question.  j- 

i 

24  I  MAJ.  VAN  NESS:  I'm  Major  Jim  Van  Ness  and  I'm 

25  the  attorney  for  the  Air  Force  Regional  Civil  Engineer.  ; 
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The  contractor  that  we  did  engage  to  assist  us  in 
preparation  of  this  document  is  Tetra  Tech.  It  is  a  wholly 
owned  i,  .Dsidiary  of  Honeywell.  The  way  this  situation, 
that  you  speak  about,  arose,  in  1186  Tetra  Tech  was  one  of 
four  portions,  r  divisions  of  Honeywell's  marine  systems 
group.  Also  during  a  portion  of  1986  a  separate  division 
of  Honeywell’s  marine  system  group,  the  Space  and  Strategic 
Avionics  Division  was  one  of  three  contractors  on  contract 
to  the  Air  Force  to  do  concept  development  work  on  the 
use  of  ring  laser  gy rotechnology  for  missile  navigation. 

The  issue  that  has  been  raised  in  the  •  *pers  regarding 
the  conflict  of  interest  w.is  one  that  concerned  us.  S~ 
we  took  a  good,  hard  look  at  it  in  an  attempt  to  determine 
whether  there  was,  indeed,  a  real  conflict  of  interest. 

And  our  conclusion  was  that  there  was  not  tar  a  variety  of 
reasons  that  I'll  provide  you  tonight. 

First,  the  work  that  was  done  for  concept  development 
on  the  ring  laser  technology  is  in  no  w^y  dependent  upon 
t!.e  ultimate  decision  to  deploy  the  Small  ICBM.  In  fact, 
the  contracts,  the  three  contracts  that  were  in  effect  in 
1986  for  this  concept  development  work  -t- ally  expired 
before  the  Legislative  Environmental  Impact  S  .tement,  which 
is  the  predecessor  to  this  document  was  even  transmitted  to 
Congress . 

Secondly,  in  October  of  1986  Honeywell  was  completely 
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eliminated  from  any  further  work  on  the  navigation  system 
for  the  Small  ICBM  and  this  down  select,  during  which  they 
were  eliminated,  was  completed  before  the  LEIS.  the  • 

Legislative  Environmental  Impact  Statement,  was  completed 
and  before  work  on  this  document,  the  Draft  Environmental 
Impact  Statement  was  even  begun. 

Thirdly,  even  prior  to  1^86,  Tetra  Tech  was  in  com¬ 
plete  control  and  had  complete  authority  to  manage  its 
own  day-to-day  operations.  No  one  in  Honeywell's  marine 
system  groups,  let  alone  the  avionics  division,  supervised, 
read,  or  directed  any  of  the  effort  that  Tetra  Tech  did  for 
us  to  assist  us  in  the  preparation  of  the  document. 

Fourthly,  and  I  think  most  importantly,  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  that  we're  considering  this 
evening  is  an  Air  Force  document.  Tetra  Tech  was  engaged 
simply  to  provide  technical  assistance  in  the  preparation 
of  the  document.  However,  the  Air  Force  independently 
evaluated  both  the  Legislative  Environmenta 1  Impact  Statement 
and  this  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement.  We  used  our 
>wn  environmental  technical  specialists,  we  take  full  and 
complete  responsibility  for  both  the  scope  and  the  contents 
of  the  entire  document. 

And  finally,  I  might  point  out,  for  th*  record,  that 
in  accordance  with  the  Council  on  Environmental  Quality's 
Regulations,  Tetra  Tech  did  prepare  or  did  sign  disclosure 
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statements  prepared  by  the  Air  Force  on  August  S,  1986  and 
on  July  2,  1987  for  the  Legislative  Environmental  Impact 
Statement  and  the  Draft  environmental  Impact  Statement, 
respectively.  Thank  you. 

MR.  MAINWARING:  Thank  you.  Another  concern 
that  I  had  waa  maybe  you'd  like  some  further  explanation  of 
the  movement  of  these  pieces  of  equipment  to  Great  Falls. 
There’s  going  to  be  approximately  two  hundred  of  them,  you 
said  they're  going  to  be  returning  to  Great  Fills  once  per 
year,  so  they'll  be  on  the  public  highways. 

Does  that  mean  that  there  will  be  one  of  those  on 
the  highways  every  other  day  or  will  groups  of  them  go  in 
at  one  time?  You  know,  what  will  the  duration  of  their  use 
of  the  highways  be,  1  guess? 

COL.  WALSH:  Yes,  this  is  a  concern  that  was 
raised  last  night  in  Lewistown  and  would  be  of  concern, 
particularly  to  farmers  moving  their  harvesting  machines, 
etcetera  on  the  roads.  And  we  recognized  it  in  this  parti¬ 
cular  document. 

The  actual  movement  on  the  roads  when  we  combine  both 
movement  of  the  hard  mobile  launcher  and  all  the  associated 
equipment,  could  mean  an  additional,  1  believe  it  was  two 
hundred  seventeen  movements  per  day  on  the  US87  and  two 
hundred  thirty-five  movements  per  day,  I  believe  that  was 
the  number,  on  the  Interstate  15. 
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These  being  the  people,  not  only  the  big  machines,  but 
?  i!  also  the  personnel  support  vehicles,  etcetera.  In  our 

3  !•  analysis  of  those  additional  movements,  we  saw  that  there 

4  |j  could  be  a  lowering  of  the  level  of  service  on  those 
routes.  This  would  be  from  an  A  to  a  B  level.  An  A  level 
being  one  where  —  first  of  all,  let  wm  explain  what  the 
level  of  service  is.  That's  the  degree  to  which  the 
driver  can  drive,  what  speed  he  can  drive  at  with  comfort, 
how  many  maneuvers  he  has  to  make,  etcetera. 

So  we  did  some  lowering  of  the  level  of  service  from 
an  A  to  a  B.  An  A  being  he  can  drive  as  fast  as  he  wants 
to  a  B  level  which  means  he’s  driving  basically  at  the 
speed  limit.  The  concern  that  it  is  raised,  though,  is 
the  vehicle  itself.  The  hard  mobile  launcher  may  cause 
some  special  impediment  moving  slower  than  most  people 
would  like  to  drive  in  this  state  and  causing  an  obstacle 
to  get  around. 

At  this  particular  point  in  time,  it  is  the  SAC  policy 
that  movement  around  a  vehicle  would  be  very  similar  to 
that  for  the  transport-erector,  that  is  the  Minuteman  move-  i 
ments,  that  you  are  probably  familiar  with;  that  you  will  . 
be  able  to  pass  or  go  by  it  when  the  road  permits. 

Now,  one  of  the  things  we  have  got  to  do  is,  working 
with  the  state,  figure  out  what  the  roads  are  going  to  look  1 
like  that  you're  actually  going  to  be  pasting  this  vehicle  oh. 
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And  that  is  a  subject  of  this  on-going  negotiation  between 
the  Air  Force  and  the  State  Highway  Department,  because 
there  are  some  roads  which  I  have  been  travelling  on  in 
which  you  have  to  be  very  optimistic  if  you  wish  to  get 
around  a  fourteen  foot  wide  vehicle,  right  now. 

But  I  imagine  with  the  state  response  to  our  require¬ 
ments  they'll  be  looking  at  widening  some  of  the  roads  to 
make  such  a  maneuver  safely  accomplishable.  So  that's  part 
of  the  on-going  process  that  we  have  with  the  state,  to 
respond  to  our  needs.  Thank  you. 

MR.  MAINWARING:  Okay.  I  had  --  I  guess  I  was 
interested  in  your  --  one  of  your  comments  on  the  overview 
that  you  show  there,  you  indicated  that  there  was  going  to 
be  an  overcrowding  in  the  Cascade  County  Jail.  I  guess  I 
would  like  to  know  more  about  that. 

COL.  WALSH:  I  didn't  go  into  detail  tonight, 
because  I  thought  that  perhaps  the  people  from  Harlowton 
wouldn't  be  so  interested  in  that  particular  aspect. 

But  “.he  Cascade  County  Jail  wae  built  in  1914  and  has 
long  been  overcrowded.  And  of  course  we  can't  expect  oui - 
selves  to  come  in  like  angels,  we  expect  with  the  increase 
of  population  there  could  be  some  increased  burden  to  that 
system,  which  it  can't  rea  ly  absorb. 

So  for  that  reason,  we  call  public  services  significant. 
But  I  think  as  that  problem,  in  Cascade  County  and  Great 


Falls,  so  that's  why  I  deemphasi*««i  that  in  my  discussion 
tonight. 

MR.  MAINWARING:  I  was  just  curious. 

One  other  question  that  I  would  havfv  under  the  proposed 
alternative  how  many  HMLs  would  be  placed  in  Wheatland 
County? 

COL.  WALSH:  Off  the  top  of  my  head,  I  can't 
give  you  that  number.  However,  if  you  look  in  your  handout 
that  was  provided  to  you  this  evening,  we  have  both  maps 
showing  --  if  you've  got  good  eyesight  --  where  the  launch 
facilities  are  located  and  the  county  lines.  And  then  on 
the  other  side,  we  have  identified  the  launch  facility 
numbers  that  are  in  the  proposed  action. 

MR.  MAINWARING:  Thank  you.  :  have  a  comment  h<*re 
too.  But  if  you  want  to  wait  and  have  that  later  — 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Go  ahead. 

MR.  MAINWARING:  I  just  —  I  guess  I  would  like  to 
qo  on  record  as  being  opposed  to  this  system,  as  it  is  now 
proposed.  Basically  based  on  the  costliness  of  it  and 
there  seems  to  still  be  some  question  of  its  efficiency  by 
some  people.  And  somewhere  along  the  line  I  read  where  the 
T'nder-"ecr  etary  of  Defense,  in  fact,  indicated  that  he  felt 
that  the  cost  of  this  system  didn't  justify  it.  So  there's 
still  some  concerns  and  I  share  those  kind  of  concerns. 

Another  issue  that's  really  near  and  dear  here  in 
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Montana,  and  I  think,  I  have  a  feeling  that  it  is  one  of 

I 

2 

the  big  sells  of  this  program,  is  employment.  And  we  cer- 

3 

jj  tainly  need  jobs  in  a  lot  of  these  smaller  communities  out 

4 

j:  here,  anything  that  can  be  of  benefit  to  the  economy  is 

5 

more  than  welcome.  But  I  guess  I  would  just  like  to  make 

6 

the  statement  that  I  hope  our  society  can  maybe  look  to 

7 

other  ways  to  spend  fifty  billion  dollars  to  employ  a  few 

• 

people  in  these  local  areas.  Just  as  a  suggestion,  I  think 

9 

we  could  spend  fifty  billion  dollars  on  the  state  highways 

10 

of  Montana  and  make  them  a  little  safer  for  everybody  that 

11 

travels  through  here.  Just  a  thought. 

12 

Thank  you  very  much  for  coming,  I  appreciate  that. 

13 

■  COL.  BRISTOL:  Bob  Jones? 

14 

MR.  JONES:  Bob  Jones,  the  name.  I'm  just  a  local  i 

15 

person  from  Harlowton.  I  just  had  a  concern,  I  was  curious 

16 

about  in  the  winter  with  all  these  roads  around,  these 

17 

things,  i  can  see  a  big  maintenance  on  roads  with  snow  for 

16 

these  things.  It  seems  like  the  Soviets  with  a  good  big  j 

J 

19 

snowstorm,  wouldn't  have  to  worry  very  much  about  where 

20 

these  launchers  were. 

21 

But  my  concern  isn't  that  so  much,  because  I  hope  we 

22 

never  have  to  use  them.  But  who  would  be  responsible  for 

23 

maintaining  that,  whether  it  be  county,  state,  or  the  Air 

24 

Force?  And  the  reason  I  ask  that  is  I'm  not  sure,  if  I 

26 

remember  right,  but  a  few  years  ago,  and  it  was  kind  of  a 
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rough  winter,  they  had  some  construction  on  these  missile 
2  :  sites  that  are  here  now.  And  some  of  our  state  and  county 

*  ,  vehicles  were  used  to  maintain  those  t-  men  -_*da  so  the 

4  j  crews  can  get  back  and  forth.  And  I  think  it  kind  of 

5  !  stretched  our  local  economy  as  far  as  the  taxes  to  the 

*  county.  And  even  on  other  people  were  more  or  less 

7  stranded  when  they  were  plowing  out  these  missile  bases, 

*  in  some  cases  the  only  thing  at  the  end  of  a  road  is  a 
9  missile  base. 

10  j!  That  was  the  only  thing  I  had. 

n  jl  COL.  BRISTOL:  Col.  Walsh? 

12  J|  COL.  WALSH:  That  was  definitely  one  Of  the  major 

13  |j  concerns  that  was  raised  in  the  meetings  with  the  cowsis- 

14  j  sioners  when  we  introduced  them  to  the  entire  defense  j 

15  j[  access  road  process.  In  this  particular  case,  as  our  needs  j 

16  j;  go  beyond  that  which  the  county  normally  provides,  it  would 

17  j  be  the  responsibility  of  the  Air  Porce  to  therefore  provide 

|j  both  the  finances,  and/or  the  equipment  to  support  the 

I! 

19  !|  county  in  executing  the  program. 

i< 

20  jj  But  that  is  a  concern  that  we  have  to  negotiate  with 

21  |.  the  state,  with  county  comissioners,  etcetera,  over  the  next 

22  !  couple  of  years. 

23  r  COL.  BRISTOL:  I’m  not  sure  whether  this  indivi- 

ji 

24  ji  dual,  and  I  apologize,  there's  a  statement  written  in  on 

25  the  bottom  of  the  form  that  has  to  do  with  sonic  booms , 
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which  I  think  probably  is  not  directly  related  to  this 

2 

project.  But  which  is  something  the  Air  Force  could 

3 

legitimately  look  into. 

4 

This  is  Mr.  Callant.  Did  I  pronounce  that  right? 

5 

Did  you  wish  to  make  a  statement  or  ask  a  question  on 

6 

the  record?  I'm  sorry,  ma'am,  I've  done  that  before.  I 

7 

have  jumped  the  gender  gap  without  knowing  it  and  I 

a 

apologize. 

9 

Did  you  wish  to  go  on  the  record  with  this  or  just 

10 

have  m«  submit  this  to  the  Air  Force? 

M 

MS.  CALLANT:  I'd  just  like  an  answer  on  it  or 

12 

some  consideration  on  it. 

13  ■ 

COL.  BRISTOL :  Would  you  like  to  have  the  micro¬ 

,4  ' 

phone  on  it? 

15 

MS.  CALLANT:  No,  thank  you. 

16 

COL.  BRISTOL:  I  just  want  to  clarify  that  at 

17 

least  as  far  as  I  know,  and  I'll  let  Col.  Walsh  speak  to 

18 

this,  I  only  speak  as  a  layman  in  this  respect  from  the 

19 

Air  Force,  not  an  expert.  But  from  the  claims  I  experience. 

2D 

I  don’t  think  that  there's  been  any  sonic  boom  activity 

21 

generated  by  Air  Force  missile  activity,  as  opposed  to 

22 

Air  Force,  regular  type  airplane  activity. 

23 

Col.  Walsh,  do  you  want  to  speak  to  that7 

24 

COL.  WALSH:  That’s  outside  my  area. 

25 

COL.  BRISTOL:  I  think  perhaps  the  most  appropriate 
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people  to  whom  to  refer  this,  and  perhaps  get  a  few  more 
particulars  from  you  outside  the  context  of  this  hearing, 
are  the  public  affairs  individuals  at  the  Malmstrom  Air 
Force  Base,  or  the  legal  office  there  that  handles  the 
claims  of  sonic  boom  activity  of  the  Air  Force.  We  have 
a  system  3et  up  to  receive,  investigate  and  act  upon  claims 
sonic  boom  activity  generated  by  the  Air  Force. 

MS.  C ASLANT :  If  you  referred  it  to  them  instead 
of  my  referring  it  to  them  as  an  individual,  it  might  have 
more  impact. 

COL.  WALSH:  Have  you  had  any  impact  from  sonic 

booms? 

MS.  CALLANT:  Yes. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  I  think  the  answer  is,  yes,  she 
has  had  impact  from  sonic  booms. 

MS.  CALLANT:  Rattles  the  dishes  and  shakes  the 

house. 

COL.  WALSH:  Let's  discuss  it  afterwards  and  get 
your  name  and  we'll  contact  the  appropriate  people  on  base. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Now,  I've  gotten  to  the  bottom 
of  my  list  already  of  people  that  filled  out  a  form  and 
indicated  either  a  desire  to  ask  a  question  or  desire  to 
make  a  statement.  But  I  know  there  must  be  more.  Sir? 

Just  give  us  your  name  and  a  short  spelling  of  it. 

MR.  MICHELS:  My  name  is  Frank  Michels  and  my 
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last  mm  is  spelled  H-i-c-h-e-l-s.  There's  a  problem 
statewide.  I's-  a  physician  here  in  Harlowton.  There's  a 
problem  statewide.  X  ‘m  also  on  the  Emergency  Nedcal 
Services  Committee  in  Montana,  which  involves  physicians 
and  sobers  of  the  MS  Cosoittee  fiosi  the  state  branch. 
There's  been  very  little  interface  in  the  lest  few  years 
since  I've  been  on  the  committee  between  the  Military  and 
local  sodical  services  concerning  disaster  response  and 
also  in  coordination  of  evacuation  and  gearing  up  of  local 
medical  facilities  to  handle  problems  that  can  exist. 

Also  there's  been  no  coordination  with  the  local  Medical 
hospital  here  as  far  as  the  evacuation  of  your  own  personnel 
in  emergencies  which  has  made  it  quite  difficult  to  know 
how  to  respond  to  emergencies  your  personnel  have. 

So  that  there's  two.  There's  a  question  that  will  be 
generated,  the  question  is  generated  therefore  is  —  is 
there  anything  in  the  impact  statement  that  would  deal  with 
the  medical  services  in  the  smaller  areas  and  what's  the 
nature  of  the  fact  that  there's  been  poor  response  and 
coordination  in  the  past? 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Col-  Walsh? 

COL.  WALSH:  Well,  there's  several.  You  asked 
several  questions  just  now.  The  first  one  is  that  the  base, 
as  a  general  rule,  should  have  an  established  interface 
with  all  the  emergency  services  organi rations  throughout 
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the  nine-county  region  so  that  you  can  have  a  coordinated 
and  well-orchestrated  response  to  uny  type  of  incident. 

And  jour  concern  will  <,ei.u,te,j  o«  raised  with  the 
bass  personnel  as  soon  as  we  get  back  to  Great  Ralls. 

We  would  anticipate  that  as  this  system  was  to  be 
deployed  with  its  own  unigue  characteristics  that  we  would 
continue,  or  in  this  case,  reinstate  such  an  involvement  of 
the  local  safety  health  personnel  so  that  they  would  under¬ 
stand  how  to  correctly  respond  to  this  particular  system, 
if  it  had  an  accident. 

we  will  bring  your  concerns  back  with  us  to  the  base 
and  indicate  that  you  feel  uncomf or table  that  there  hasn't 
been  sufficient  interface  up  to  this  time. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Yes  ma'am. 

MS.  KRAUSE:  I  have  a  couple  of  questions  that 
were  probably  answered  in  the  —  sure,  Marilyn  Krause, 
K-r-a-u-s-e.  From  the  time  —  I  have  a  couple  questions  on 
the  operations  of  the  missile  system.  From  the  time  that 
the  Soviets  supposedly  launch  their  missile,  what  is  the 
estimated  response  time  of  the  Midgetman? 

COL.  WALSH:  From  the  time  that  we  detect  that 
we  have  a  Soviet  attack,  we  look  at  twenty-five  minutes 
for  the  vehicle  to  achieve  its  dash,  and  during  that 
particular  time,  with  the  optimum  siting  of  our  launch 
vehicles,  we  can  gain  access  to  well  over  eight  thousand 
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square  miles  of  area.  That  would  be  eight  thousand  square 
miles  of  area  that  the  Soviets  would  have  to  be  concerned 
about.  They  wouldn't  know  where,  precisely,  we  were  in 
that  eight  thousand  square  mi  1 "3 .  They  would  have  to 
exhaust  practically  their  entire  weaponry  in  order  to  be 
assured  of  killing  the  system.  And  that  would  be  very 
unacceptable  to  them,  because  it  would  allow  the  rest  of 
our  strategic  forces,  our  bombers,  our  submarines,  etcetera, 
to  go  unmolested.  And  so  that’s  why  this  system  is  con¬ 
sidered  to  be  a  deterrent.  Because  of  its  mobility,  it  is 
survivable.  And  because  it  is  survivable,  it  can  impose 
an  unacceptable  damage  on  the  Soviet  Union.  The  Soviets 
will  not  attack  it  in  the  first  place. 

we  can  continue  to  have  the  peace  that  we  have  gotten 
through  the  deterrents  in  our  Midgetman  system. 

MS.  KRAUSE:  So,  if  I  understand  that,  the 
response  time  from  the  time  --  the  order  to  have  it  launched 
comes  from  Washington,  is  that  right? 

COL.  WALSH:  It  comes  from  the  National  Command 
Authority,  yes.  Would  you  like  to  — 

COL.  ISAACSON:  My  name  is  Lieutenant  Colonel 
Ron  Isaacson  and  I'm  from  Headquarter  SAC  in  Omaha .  And  I 
think  you’re  eludinq  to  the  editorial  I  saw  in  the  !>aper 
written  by  —  you're  not?  It  was  a  very  good  article.  I 
think  it  was  Terry  Miller.  In  any  case,  1  read  that 


and  I  hao  a  comment  on  that.  The  comMent  is  that  to  . 
your  question,  I  think  what  you're  getting  at  is  it  takes 
a  command  from  the  National  Command  Authority  to  move  the 
missiles,  the  launchers  off  of  the  launch  facility.  Is 
that  not  your  question? 

MS.  KRAUSE:  Yes,  my  feeling,  that  was  coming 
from  a  national  level.  By  the  time  it  filtered  down  and 
by  the  time  it  reached  the  actual  missile,  I  think  it  would 
be  twenty-five  minutes.  They  wouldn't  get  too  far. 

COL.  ISAACSON:  That  decision  does  not  have  to 
be  made  at  the  national  level  to  move  them  off  of  the  sites. 
That  can  be  done  at  SAC  Headquarters  through  our  existing 
cossTtand  control  procedures  that  we  have.  If  we  receive 
a  tec t ical  warning  indication,  the  commander  in  chief  of 
SAC,  CINC-SAC,  can  take  the  same  actions  with  the  hard 
mobile  launcher  as  he  would  with  his  alert  aircraft  force. 
They  can  be  dashed  or  disbursed  prior  to  sny  launching 
or  releasing  of  nuclear  weapons.  That  is  reserved  for  the 
President  of  the  United  States. 

MS.  KRAUSE:  So  what  type  of  alert  would  have  to 
be  issued  to  actually  get  them  mobilised? 

COL.  ISAACSON:  It  would  be  an  indication  of 
Soviet  launch,  missile  launch,  on  the  other  end  Soviet's 
attack. 

MS.  KRAUSE:  So  the  cuss  lie  from  the  Soviets  would 
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actually  have  to  be  in  the  air  before  the  command  would 

I 

come  down  to  -- 

COL.  ISAACSON:  That  is  our  operational 
concept-  We  believe  that  the  design  of  the  system  would  ! 

work  under  those  circumstances,  yes. 

MS.  KRAUSE-*  So  you'd  still  be  under  the  total 
of  twenty-five  minute  time  limit,  right? 

COL.  ISAACSON:  Right- 

MS.  KRAUSE:  And  you  talked  about  this  HML  dashing  ! 
around.  I  have  trouble  understanding  how  a  one  hundred  foot 
long,  fourteer  foot  wide  vehicle  could  da3h .  How  far  could 
it  get? 

COL.  ISAACSON:  The  system  is  capable  of  highway 
speeds,  both  on  and  off-road  mobility,  it  can  go  off-road 
also. 

MS.  KRAUSE:  Even  in  winter? 

COL.  ISAACSON:  Pardon  me? 

MS.  KRAUSE:  Even  in  winter? 

COL.  ISAACSON;  Yes.  We’re  doing  the  testing  at  j 

I 

Malmstrom  to  try  to  get  the  representative  deployment  area  j 
results  that  we  need  to  prove.  We  have  seen  some  good 
results  last  winter  up  at  Malmstrom  during  the  one  heavy 
snow  that  they  did  have.  The  results  are  promising. 

MS.  KRAUSE:  My  other  concern,  I  guess  is  — 

COL.  WALSH:  Let  me  go  one  step  further  on  that 
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particular  question.  The  deployment  here  has  been  subject 
to  a  considerable  analysis.  And  naturally,  we  can't  be 
just  satisfied  with  ourselves,  we  have  to  be  responsible  to 
the  Congress  who  is  going  to  be,  of  course,  investigating 
the  efficiency  of  the  system  before  they  put  their  money 
into  it. 

Basically,  what  we  use  is  a  model,  nature  reference 
model,  whereby  we  can  characterize  the  capabilities  of 
the  vehicle  and  then  characterize  the  terrain  conditions 
that  exist.  That's  why  you've  heard  in  the  last  couple  of 
years  about  another  company  that  works  for  the  Air  Porce, 
out  surveying  roads,  looking  at  soil  samples,  and  the 
different  conditions.  So  we  can  characterize  the  entire 
area.  Knowing  the  capabilities  of  the  vehicle  and  knowing 
the  terrain  conditions,  we  can  then  make  a  good  determin¬ 
ation,  an  accurate  determination  of  where  the  vehicles  can 
or  cannot  go.  This  is  a  very  capable  vehicle.  It  is 
capable  of  performing  some  extraordinary  feats  as  was 
demonstrated  during  the  test  down  at  Yuma  Proving  Grounds. 

Naturally,  you  won't  see  it  performing  those  particular 
feats  as  it  goes  back  and  forth  between  the  silo  and  the 
Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base.  But  it  is  really  quite  capable. 

I  should  also  point  out  to  you,  that  in  responsa  to 
your  previous  question,  the  twenty-five  minutes,  that  it  is 
not  necessary  for  every  vehicle  to  be  travelling  twenty-five 
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'  ,  minutes  in  order  to  completely  flood  the  entire  area.  Some 

2  i:  vehicles  may  only  have  to  move  for  a  short  period  of  time. 

3  (  others  may  use  the  entire  twenty-five  minutes.  But  they 

4  i  will  not  all  be  going  for  twenty-five  minutes,  and  then 

5  hardening.  So  we  don't  need  the  entire  twenty-five  minutes  | 
®  '  for  the  entire  force. 

7  J.  COL.  BRISTOL:  Go  ahead,  ma'am. 

e  |  MS.  KRAUSE:  That's  okay.  My  other  concern  was, 

9  j  i  guess,  strictly  safety  of  having  those  extra-large 
10  |  vehicles  on  our  roads,  as  Mr.  Mainwaring  pointed  out,  at  j 

it  j  least  one  every  other  day  on  our  highways.  I  would  think, 

'?  f  especially  during  tourist  seasons,  that  they  could  become 
’3  '•  real  bottlenecks  and  real  danger  zones.  Thank  you. 

14  COL.  BRISTo  :  Anyone  else? 

is,  MR.  JOHNSON:  Thank  you.  Col.  Bristol.  My  name 

»6  is  Stanley  Johnson,  I’m  a  native  of  Lewistown,  a  resident 
it  of  Billings. 

is  ■  I'd  like  to  ask  Lt.  Col.  Walsh  what's  his  best  estimate 

19  of  the  weight,  all  of  the  road  weight  of  one  of  these 

20  vehicles.  How  much  would  one  of  the  vehicles  weigh  going  : 

21  down  the  highway  in  terms  of  thousands  of  pounds? 

j 

22  COL.  WALSH:  At  the  present  time,  the  present 

23  weight  is  about  two  hundred  thirty- two  thousand  pounds. 

?«  MR.  JOHNSON:  Are  you  aware,  sir,  that  that's  more 

25  than  three  times  the  weight  of  trucks  now  conversing  our 


j[ 

ii 


ir  ;! 
is  j- 

19  ! 

20 

"  I 

22 

23  ,, 

j; 

?* 

25  ; 


highways?  j 

COL.  WALSH:  Yes.  j 

MR.  JOHNSON:  So  I’d  have  to  assume  that  travel 
on  highways,  with  safety,  with  these  large  vehicles 
weighing  so  much,  that  you  would  rebuild  all  the  routes  of 
highway  that  you  intend  to  converse?  j 

COL.  WALSH:  Not  necessarily.  During  the  mainten-  j 

ance  configuration,  we  will  have  extra  axles  on  the  vehicles  | 
so  that  the  vehicle  would  satisfy  with  state  standards,  i 

i 

state  weight  axle  standards. 

MR.  JOHNSON:  The  vehicles  will  comply  with  — 
will  comply  with  the  road  weight  standards  now? 

COL.  WALSH:  Yes. 

MR.  JOHNSON:  S;r,  how  many  Kinuteman  sites  have 
you  visited  in  Montana,  just  as  a  guess,  where  you  intend 
to  base  those  things?  As  an  offhand  quess.  Have  you 
visited  any  of  them,  all  of  them,  one  of  them? 

COL.  WALSH:  Are  you  talking  about  me  personally? 

MR.  JOHNSON:  Any  one  of  your  group,  any  one 

person. 

COL.  WALSH:  We  have  accomplished  aerial  photo¬ 
graphy  of  every  one.  We  have  visited  every  one  with  quite  a 
selection  of  teams  involving  cultural  people,  biologists, 
our  engineers,  looking  at  the  road  access,  the  terrain. 
Looking  at  the  site  conf igurations ,  to  see  what  it  can  take 


> 
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1 

to  upgrade  them.  We  have  been  obtaining  access  rights  with  > 

2 

j 

property  owners  in  the  surrounding  areas  of  a  launch 

3 

facility  so  we  could  do  that  particular  work/  So  every 

4 

site  has  been  visited  by  a  considerable  force  of  specialists  | 

5 

so  that  we  have  the  accurate  information  on  that  site  and 

6 

so  that  we  can  make  a  good  decision  on  which  sites  are 

7 

most  appropriate  for  us  to  use. 

•l 

MR.  JOHNSON:  My  other  question  would  be  is,  how 

9 

^•uch  more  land  do  you  intend  to  appropriate  around  the 

10 

current  sites  to  expand  sites  to  be  capable  for  the  vehicles? 

It 

How  much  more  acreage,  feet;  how  much  would  it  be? 

12 

COL.  WALSH:  Well,  as  I  indicated  in  my  presents' 

13 

tion,  there's  a  difference  between  what's  in  the  E1S  and 

.. 

what  we  now  feel  is  the  most  accurate  number.  In  the  EIS 

for  planning  purposes  and  for  initial  analysis,  we  assume 

16 

between  1.5  to  2.6  acres  per  site. 

Now  that  we've  been  out  to  each  site  and  have  done  a 

detailed  survey  as  to  how  we  could  configure  buildings  for 

19 

each  of  the  alternatives  that  we  discussed,  how  we  might 

20 

have  to  orientate  to  the  access  road,  vs  have  reduced  the 

21 

estimates  to  approximately  .1  to  about  1.66  acres  per  site. 

22 

Again,  it  depends  upon  the  actual  orientation  of  that 

23 

site,  with  respect  to  the  road  and.  of  course,  size  of  that 

24 

site  as  it  stands  right  now. 

25 

MR.  JOHNSON:  I  may  not  be  alone  here  in  this 

''//-w/by  f  WrM<w 
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crowd,  but  I  think  probably  nut  people  here  have  imq 
nuncroui  Minuteman  missile  sites  in  Montana.  in  this  county 
and  in  Fergus  County.  prankly,  sir.  1  don't  believe  that. 

I  don't  see  how  you  can  base  a  vehicle,  fourteen  feet  long  —  _ 
or  fourteen  feet  wide  and  one  hundred  feet  long  in  the  sites 
that  I've  seen  here  in  the  state  of  Montana.  1  amply  don't  1 
understand  how  the  Air  Force  can  be  so  optimistic  about 
first,  the  weights  involved  on  what  are  essentially  gravel 
roads  when  they  were  built,  and  the  size  of  the  current 
sites.  Thet's  why  I  asked  you  if  you'd  seen  these  sites. 

They  just  —  that's  not  to  me,  a  believable  estimate.  Thank  t 
you.  ! 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you,  air.  Anyone  else?  j 

Yes,  sir.  ! 

MR.  CARLSON:  David  Carlson.  I  want  to  know 
something.  It's  a ’ways  put  on  the  private  individuals,  ! 

landowners,  whatever,  for  the  sites  in  Montana,  whatever  l 

the  sites  are.  And  I  kind  of  wondered  to  myself,  doesn't  j 

the  United  States  governswnt  own  enough  federal  land  in  ! 

Montana  that  they  couldn't  put  these  sites,  if  possible,  j 

on  federal  land  if  they're  going  to  do  it?  And  why  is  it  j 

always  put  to  the  private  landowner  to  take  over  the  ; 

government's  work  and  things  like  that?  { 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Col.  Walsh?  j 

COL.  WALSH:  The  Air  Force  did  consider  putting  i 
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’  I  systems  on  to  federal  reservations,  as  I  indicated  in  my 
2  presentation.  The  reservations  that  we  looked  at  were 

■’ll  located  in  Florida,  in  Texas,  New  Mexico,  in  Arizona,  in 

4  I;  California,  Nevada,  and  up  in  Washington.  We  did  an 

5  [j  environmental  analysis  on  that  particular  system  and 
•  compared  that  with  the  Minuteman. 

?  The  environmental  considerations  were  much  more  adverse 

!| 

9  |  at  those  particular  sites.  Both  in  a  socioeconomic  arena 

if 

9  aspect,  and  in  the  physical  resources. 

10  Furthermore,  in  looking  at  the  costs,  the  costs  were 

11  considerably  higher  from  going  to  such  an  operating  concept 
i?  and  so  when  the  President  v  ►  both  the  information  on  the 

13  Environmental  Impact  Statement,  as  well  as  the  costs  asso- 

14  dated  with  it,  both  costs  and  manpower,  he  elected  to  go 

15  with  the  Minuteman  basing  where  he  could  utilize  the 
i«  existing  infrastructure  that  existed  at  Malmstrom  and 

it  significantly  reduce  his  costs  and  his  manpower  require- 

16  ments . 

19  COL.  BRISTOL:  1  apologize  for  this  humming  of 

20  1  the  system.  Can  everybody  hear  or  is  that  resonance 

21  interfering  with  your  hearing.  A  few  of  you  are  having 

22  trouble  hearing.  Can  you  hear  me?  Yes,  okay.  I'm  sorry. 

23  i  We'll  try  to  speak  up  a  little  bit.  We  work  in  all  kinds 

24  :  d  facilities.  This  is  a  nice  facility,  but  it  has  some 

25  unusual  acoustics,  and  I  guess  our  sound  system  helps  that 


problem  a  little  bit  too. 

Who  else  would  like  to  ask  a  question  or  make  a  ! 

consent  or  stateMnt  concerning  any  aspect  of  this  proposal?  . 
Yes  air. 

MR.  JONES:  Bill  Jones  from  Harlowton.  A  lot  Of  ! 
talk's  tonight  about  the  present  site  or  our  highway  system 
and  our  county  road  system.  What  kind  of  preparation  work, 
if  any,  has  to  be  done  on  our  private  land  where  these 
machines  are  going  to  go  to  fire  off  the  missile,  if  any? 

COL.  WALSH:  I  assume  that  your  question  is, 
do  we  have  to  prepare  launch  sites  on  private  land  for  the 
improbable  event  that  we  have  to  actually  use  these  machines. 
Is  that  — 

The  answer  is,  no  such  preparation  is  required.  As 
a  matter  of  fact,  this  would  be  a  signal  to  the  Soviets  so 
they  could  target  just  the  launch  site  and  that  would  just  j 

defeat  the  whole  purpose  of  this  particular  system.  You  may  ] 
have  had  persona  working  for  me  on  yaur  land,  taking  soil 
samples,  etcetera,  and  the  basic  purpose  of  that  was  to 
feed  into  the  nature  reference  model  that  I  talked  about 
earlier  so  we  could  assess  the  ability  of  this  vehicle  if 
it  has  to  go  off  road  to  >jo  across  land. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Col.  Walsh,  what  I  think  you  may 
need  to  consider  doing  is  take  this  microphone  and  come  out 
from  behind  the  table  and  sort  of  come  out  to  the  center 
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ii 

r  where  I  was,  or  your  own  microphone,  and  it  might  be  easier 

1 

i 

! 

2 

!,  for  everybody  to  hear. 

3 

ii  COL.  BRISTOL:  Anyone  else?  Yes  sir. 

4 

t 

MR.  GRINDVOLL:  I'm  Barney  Grindvoll  living  here 

5  j 

1  in  Harlowton  and  retired  army  man.  And  1  have  a  question 

6  1 

that  in  most  of  the  speeches  and  articles  written,  or  on 

| 

7  | 

comments  on  the  TV,  that  there’s  a  time  period  on  the 

6  ! 

1  missile  that  adds  into  the  picture  and  there  seems  to  be 

9  ; 

twenty-five  minutes. 

10  ; 

Now,  if  we  have  the  missiles  sitting  inside,  not  in 

11  | 

silos,  but  with  this  mobile,  I  have  had  enough  experience 

12  1 

1  in  the  army  to  know  there's  quite  a  few  snafus.  And  how  1 

! 

13  j 

far  can  the  mobile  missile  be  moved  in  time  periods  of 

twenty-five  minutes  prior  to  the  time  that  they  have  to  1 

IS  1 

fire  or  retaliate?  And  can  that  missile  be  fired  while  it  j 

1 

is  i 

\  is  moving  or  will  it  have  to  come  to  a  stop  before  the 

17  | 

missile  is  fired?  i 

1  i 

18 

COL.  WALSH:  In  response  to  your  question,  this 

19 

vehicle  is  capable  of  highway  speeds  up  to  fifty-five  miles 

| 

20  i 

per  hour  and  is  capable  of  going  across  country.  As 

21  j 

indicated  earlier,  each  vehicle  would  not  be  travelling  for  | 

22  j 

l  the  entire  twenty-five  minute  period.  Some  may  only  travel 

I 

23  i 

I 

[  for  six  or  seven  minutes,  some  may  go  for  the  entire 

24  ! 

twenty- five  minute  period. 

25  | 

When  it  has  gone  to  its  designated  spot,  then  the 

j 

i 
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’  Ij 

COL.  WALSH :  I  have  not  heard  that  story. 

*1 

MR.  O'BRIEN:  Stephen  O’Rrien,  I'm  from  Helena, 

! 

3  ^ 

so  I  just  stopped  in. 

4 

Is  it  my  understanding  that  the  major  advantage  to 

s  i. 

| 

this  mobile  system  is  that  you're  going  to  spread  out  our 

*  i; 

missiles  in  such  a  configuration  that  it  would  so  confuse  1 

7  J 

the  Soviets  that  they  would  have  to  concentrate  the  brunt  ! 

6  ! 

of  their  missile  force  over  this  area  of  the  United  States? 

9  ; 

COL.  WALSH:  The  way  the  system  operates  is 

10  •. 

that  through  mobility  and  its  ability  to  access  large 

n  ' 

areas  of  ground,  it  would  be  impossible  for  the  Soviets 

i? 

to  really  target  the  entire  area.  It  would  cost  them  an  j 

13  ; 

inordinate  amount  of  their  arsenal.  Or  if  they  wish  to  1 

14 

attack  it,  they  would  let  other  assets  or  other  strategic 

15 

assets  of  the  United  States  go  unmolested  and  thereby 

16 

allow  them  the  ability  to  retaliate.  That  would  be  an 

17 

unacceptable  condition.  Likewise,  if  they  tried  to  attack 

18 

the  entire  triad,  the  bombers,  the  submarines,  and  the 

19 

missiles,  because  of  their  resources,  they  would  be  sure 

20 

that  the  Sir.a  1  1  ICBM  would  survive  and  as  a  consequence  it  ■ 

21 

would  be  able  to  retaliate,  causing  unacceptable  damage. 

22 

Again,  a  situation  that  they  could  not  stand  and 

23 

therefore,  they  would  not  attack  in  the  first  place. 

24 

MR.  O’BRIEN:  Pertinent  to  that  point  is  if  this 

25 

is  a  strategy  to  absorb  Soviet  missile  attack,  why 

| 

ca 

1  *  y,  v'  .i  .  j 

t 

N 

> 

u 

1  ti  vehicle  will  be  lowered  to  the  ground,  hardened  and  in 

2  '  a  hardened  configuration  and  remain  in  that  position  until 

3  the  National  Command  Authority  makes  a  decision  to  fire. 

4  I'  The  issue  that  should  be  noted  here  is  that  because  of 

5  ;;  this  system,  we  can  deploy  or  we  can  dash  and  we  can  harden, 

6  |>  but  the  President  is  not  forced  into  the  decision  of  having  j 

7  >  to  fire.  He  can  wait  and  see  what's  actually  occurring 

8  before  he  has  to  make  that  momentous  decision.  That  gives  ] 

9  him  that  time.  The  system  survives  he  has  time  to  assess 
'0  |  the  situation  and  make  that  decision.  He  is  not  rushed 

n  |  into  that  decision. 

12  |  COL.  BRISTOL:  Anyone  else? 

13  !  MR.  JOHNSON:  Stanley  Johnson,  Lewistovn. 

u  i  Lt.  Col.  Walsh,  is  it  true  that  last  year  or  eighteen  j 

is  months  ago  a  prototype  of  this  vehicle,  driven  either  at  j 
'6  Lackland  Air  Force  Base  or  at  the  Yuma  Proving  Grounds, 

17  j  driven  by  a  general  in  the  Air  Force  base,  going  under 
is  !’  fifty  miles  an  hour,  hit  a  small  bump  and  was  utterly 
is  ij  incapacitated?  Is  that  true,  sir?  Is  that  story  true  at 

20  j  all?  I've  heard  that  story  from  a  number  of  people  in 

21  !|  the  Air  Porce.  The  prototype  of  this  vehicle  driven  at 

22  j:  under  the  speeds  you  talk  about,  either  at  Lackland  Air 

23  j  Force  Base  or  Yuma  Proving  Ground,  was  utterly  incapacitated  j 

24  (I  by  hitting  a  small  bump  at  less  than  fifty  miles  an  hour.  j 

25  I  is  that  true,  sir? 
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northern  Montana  where  there  are  a  number  of  people  growing 
and  living?  Were  other  sites  that  were  much  less  populated 
examined? 

COL.  WALSH:  This  is  a  strategy  to  achieve 
deterrence  by  demonstrating  to  the  Soviets  that  they  cannnot 
defeat  the  system.  That  it  would  be  survivable  and  thereby 
able  to  inflict  unacceptable  damage  on  them.  And  that's 
how  you  achieve  deterrence,  by  demonstrating  to  the  Soviets 
that  you  have  true  mobility,  you  achieve  survivability  and 
through  survivability  you  achieve  deterrence. 

MR.  O'BRIEN:  That  sounds  good,  as  long  as  you're 
not  in  Montana.  I  was  thinking  more  along  the  lines  of 
the  Arctic  Circle,  something  where  your  climactic  conditions 
would  not  be  that  different.  However,  you  wouldn't  be 
endangering  a  major  postion  of  the  population. 

COL.  WALSH:  I  should  indicate  to  you  that  there 
are  strategic  assets  located  throughout  the  entire  United 
States  which  would  be  targets  for  the  Soviet  Union. 

MR.  O'RRIEN:  This  is  more  of  a  comment  than  a 
question.  And  that  is  it  seems  to  me  that  the  major  deter¬ 
rent  in  this  nuclear  exchange  is  not  the  blowing  up  of  our 
missiles  or  their  missiles,  their's  placed  in  isolated 
areas  and  ours  placed  in  lightly  populated  areas.  But 
more  the  deterrence  of  their  missiles  landing  in  our 
cities  and  our  missiles  landing  in  theirs.  So  I  guess  I'm 
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questioning  the  placing  of  military  strategic  installation 

2 

close  to  population  centers. 

3 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Bob,  I  think  you  were  next. 

4 

MR.  JONES:  I  just  had  another  brief  question. 

Bob  Jones,  again. 

Is  there  a  crew  living  with  this  system,  there’s  a 

7 

crew  living  in  each  silo  then,  and  I’m  just  curious  as  to 

• 

what  size  of  crew  and  what  size  of  a  facility  it  takes? 

It  just  dawned  on  me  that  somebody’s  going  to  have  to  be 

10 

there  to  drive  this  thinq. 

„ 

COL.  WALSHt  There  would  be  a  crew  at  each 

12 

facility. 

13 

COL.  BRISTOL:  I  think  part  of  the  question  was 

14 

a  little  bit  in  detail  about  the  crew,  can  you  say  any- 

15 

thing  about  the  size  of  the  crew,  or  where  they  would 

ie 

live? 

17 

COL.  WALSH:  There  would  be  a  crew  quarters  built 

16 

adjacent  to  the  igloo,  or  the  pre-engineered  facility.  It 

1® 

will  have  the  ability  to  bunk  four  people  and  it  will  have 

20 

the  appropriate  accomodations,  cooking  facilities,  etcetera. 

21 

The  present  plan  would  be  to  exchange  crews  every  twenty- 

23 

four  hours.  Although  you  would  have  the  ability  to  leave 

23 

them  there  for  much  longer  periods;  for  instance  if  you  had  a 

24 

blizzard  or  some  other  condition  that  would  preclude  them 

25 

getting  out  or  some  other  team  getting  in. 

t— 
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one  point  and  then  I'll  hand  the  mike  over.  Again,  in  ccse 
it  wasn’t  clear  the  first  time,  it  isn’t  necessary  strictly 
to  make  comments  on  the  record  tonight.  Any  comments 
that  are  mailed  in  --  and  you  may  well,  after  you  read  or 
re-read  the  last  Environmental  Impact  Statement  or  think 
more  about  it,  think  of  something  else  that  you  didn't 
think  of  tonight  that  you'd  like  to  forward  to  these 
folks.  And  any  time  prior  to  the  21st  day  of  August,  you 
can  do  that. 

Yes  sir. 

MR.  COSGRIFFE:  I  got  stimulated  by  some  of  the 
coiwnents  from  the  front  row.  What  percentage  of  the  people 
in  Wheatland  County  would  survive  a  —  Cosgriffe, 

C-o-s-g-r- 1-f-f-e . 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you,  sir. 

MR.  COSGRIFFE:  what  percentage  of  the  people 
in  Wheatland  County  would  survive  a  Russian  launch? 

That  seems  to  nv  to  be  the  bottom  line. 

COL.  WALSH:  That  is  a  question  that  was  raised 
on  numerous  occasions,  it  was,  in  fact,  raised  last  night. 
We  do  not  deny  the  fact  that  if  we  had  a  Soviet 
launch,  the  devastation  throughout  the  entire  United  States 
would  be  total,  both  in  the  loss  of  property,  the  loss  of 
lives,  would  be  something  that  would  be  intolerable.  But 
it  is  because  of  that  that  we  are  fielding  this  particular 


1  COL.  BRISTOL:  Anyone  else?  Yes  sir. 

f 

2  MR.  MICHELS:  Frank  Michels,  again.  Just  on  i 

3  your  present  command  system  and  the  siissile  in  the  silos, 

4  'i  there’s  a  safeguard  against  terrorists  attacks  —  these 
3  ii  facilities  --the  command  centers  have  their  situation 

!;  i 

•  [;  underground  and  are  very  highly  protected  and  it  takes  two 

7  "  men  to  fire  off  the  missiles,  etcetera.  And  1  don’t  know  i 

8  what  all  the  newer  safeguards  are.  what  are  the  safeguards  j 

9  [!  in  the  mobile  system  to  prevent  terrorists  from  firing  these  1 
to  S  off? 

n  '!  COL.  WALSH:  There  are  several  issues  here,  or 

t2  !’  several  safeguards  that  we  have.  Again,  1  will  not  go 

(3  j|  into  detail  on  any  one  of  them,  for  obvious  reasons.  But  j 

u  Ii  starting  with  the  basic  vehicle,  there  would  be  a  delayed 

t5  !:  denial  system  built  into  the  weapon  so  that  it  would  ba  i 

r  i 

>6  :  iM».tsibla  within  a  reasonable  amount  of  time  for  anyone 

i7  ||  unauthorized  to  get  access  to  the  missile  or  to  the  re-entry  | 

is  ;  vehicle.  ( 

1!  } 

is  jl  Fuithermore,  you  will  have  initial  protection  provided  j 

20  j|  by  the  members  of  the  crew  that  are  located  with  the  vehicle. 
2t  |!  Then,  of  course,  you  have  fencing  around  the  sunned  sites,  | 

I1  ! 

22  !-  and  you  also  have  response  teams  located  throughout  the 

23  !'  Minutemans  sites  that  could  respond  if  we  got  notification  j 

24  j:  of  an  unauthorized  intrusion  to  the  weapon.  J 

25  COL.  BRISTOL.*  Anyone  else?  1  want  to  emphasise  1 
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system.  Because  we  feel  that  by  demonstrating  or  through 
the  mobility  of  this  system  of  demonstrating  that  it  would 
be  survivable  and  able  to  inflict  unacceptable  damage  on 
the  Soviets  that  they  wouldn’t  launch  that  devastating 
attack  on  the  United  States  in  the  first  place. 

The  answer  to  your  question  is  that  the  devastation 
would  be  total,  not  only  in  Montana  but  in  all  other  states 
where  the  Soviets  wish  to  attack. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  As  someone  who  lives  one  mile 
from  the  Pentagon,  I  think  about  that  every  day  as  well. 

Any  other  questions? 

Let  me  thank  you,  all  of  you  —  yes  sir.  One  in  the 
back  row  here. 

MR.  HILL:  I'm  not  very  well  informed.  My 
question  is  probably  very  simplistic. 

I'm  Harold  Hill  from  the  Winnecook  Ranch  Company. 

Question  one,  what  if  the  ranch  management  adamantly 
refuses  to  cooperate  and  let  you  put  additional  missiles 
on  the  silos  which  are  already  on  our  proj*erty? 

Two,  how  do  you  compensate  them  for  the  additional 
acres  of  the  land  that  you’re  going  to  need? 

Three,  how  do  you  compensate  then  for  the  thirty  or 
forty  acres  of  restricted  area  around  that,  and  will  any 
ranch  activities  be  allowed  in  that  restricted  area? 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you.  sir. 
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t  ! 

1 

I  ! 

HAJ .  VAN  NESS:  Let  roe  answer  those  questions  in  i 

2 

kind  of  reverse  order  to  the  way  you  asked  them.  First,  ! 

3 

!■  to  answer  the  question  about  how  we  will  compensate  land- 

4 

owners  for  the  additional  acreage  that  will  be  necessary 

5 

|  to  expand  launch  facilities;  the  process  we  use  for 

8 

acquiring  land  from  a  landowner  would  begin  first  with  the 

7 

acquisition  of  an  appraisal  and  to  do  that,  we  let  a 

8 

contract  through  the  Corps  of  Enginerrs  typically,  pro¬ 

9 

bably  in  this  case,  to  retain  an  independent  appraiser 

10 

over  which  we  exercise  no  control.  And  we  allow  them  to 

11 

appraise  the  fair  market  value  of  the  property.  Once  we 

12 

receive  that,  under  present  law,  we’re  required  to  offer 

13 

the  land  owner  the  full,  fair  market  value  as  ascertained 

14 

by  that  appraiser.  Some  of  you  may  recall  twenty  years  :qo 

15 

when  the  system  was  first  put  in  Montana,  the  law  was  a 

16 

little  different.  And  the  Air  Force  and  the  Department  of  j 

17 

Defense  was  able  to  negotiate  with  landowners,  like  any 

18 

private  individual.  So  we'd  offer  less  than  what  we 

19 

thought  the  property  was  worth  fiquring  the  landowner  would 

20 

want  more.  And  we'd  reach  a  compromise  sosnewhera  around 

21 

1 

what  it  was  truly  worth. 

i  1 

22 

Weil,  in  order  to  prevent  the  government  from  hood¬ 

23 

winking  private  individuals,  the  law  now  requires  us  to 

24 

make  our  initial  offer  the  full,  fair  market  value  of  the  [ 

25 

property  as  determined  by  that  appraiser.  So  we  will  do 

f rfm/liy  (  ' ft trh, fit  ! 
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'  '!  t*’*t  in  th*  h°P*5  °>*t  »  “»11  be  pkovidinq  f.ir  co«*«n*,Uo,,; 

2  .  to  the  landowner . 

3  If,  in  the  process  of  constructing  a  facility,  we  ! 

«  disturb  land  in  excess  of  that  land  w.  purchased,  in  f„, 

5  j  we  “ill  again  coa per, sate  the  landoxner  for  whatever  daaages 

6  i  are  associated.  So  that  if  we’re  required  to  have  access 
r  j,  to  that  property  for  a  year  or  two.  we’ll  pay  the  rental 

a  j|  value  of  the  property,  if  it  requires  us  to  keep  you 

9  |1  fro*  growing  sow  crop  on  that  property,  we'll  take  care 

10  :  of  that.  So  we'll  co*pensate  you  for  whatever  economic 
u  ;  loss  you  experience  as  a  result  of  our  activities. 

12  ;  The  last  question,  which  is  really  your  first  question,  , 

13  :  and  that  is  what  happens  if  the  landowner  flat  refuses  to 

!.  I 

14  ;  permit  us  to  acquire  the  property  from  him  through  this 

15  j'  process,  the  negotiated  process.  ! 

16  j  hnd  by  the  way.  I  ought  to  add  one  K>re  point;  once 

17  j;  we  make  our  initial  offer  to  the  landowner  of  what  we  be- 
is  |  lieve  is  a  fair-market  value  of  the  property,  the  landowner 

19  j  is  not  required  to  accept  that  offer.  That  initiates  the 

20  !  negotiation  between  the  Air  Force  and  the  landowner.  And 

21  |  in  all  likelihood  will  be  something  in  a  somewhat  greater 

22  :  amount  than  our  initial  offer  was. 

23  j  But  in  the  event  that  we  just  can't  reach  an  agreement, 

24  |  the  federal  government  does  have  the  power  of  eminent  ! 

I 

25  domain.  And  if  it  was  determined  that  that  particular  loca-  I 
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tion  was  absolutely  essential,  we  may  be  required,  under 

2 

certain  circumstances,  to  initiate  proceedings  to  acquire 

3 

the  land  through  the  process  of  law.  And  again,  the 

4 

landowner  would  be  paid  full  fair  compensation,  not  only 

5 

as  determined  by  our  initial  appraisal,  but  also  as  deter¬ 

6 

mined  by  a  court  of  law. 

7 

Did  I  answer  all  your  questions?  I  missed  one. 

8 ! 

COL.  WALSH:  I  believe  the  last  question  that 

9  j 

you  asked  was  what  could  you  do  on  that  land  where  we 

1° 

acquired  a  restrictive  easement  for  the  safety  zones.  Sir, 

it ! 

you  can  carry  on  all  agricultural  activities  in  that 

12  i 

particular  area.  There  is  no  prohibition  on  the  continua¬ 

13 

tion  of  such  activities.  The  only  thing  that  you  will  be 

14  , 

prevented  from  doing  in  the  future  would  be  from  building 

15  ’ 

an  inhabited  facility  on  that  additional  restrictive  ease¬ 

16  : 

ment.  That  is  the  only  limitation  you  will  have.  All 

17 

other  ranching  activity,  agricultural  activity,  can  continue. 

18 

MR.  O'BRIEN:  Stephen  O’Brien.  Just  a  question. 

19  , 

What’s  the  range  of  destruction  or  killing  power  or  capa¬ 

20 

bilities  of  the  Russian  weapons  that  this  is  in  defense 

21 

agai nst? 

22 

COL.  WALSH:  The  Soviet  Union  has  a  wide  ranging 

23 

arsenal  of  different  missiles  with  different  megatonnages . 

24 

So  it’s  difficult  for  us  to  give  you  a  precise  number  to 

25 

that  question  at  this  particular  time. 

r- 

i 
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1  MR.  O'BRIEN:  The  question  being  if  they  have  j 

2  missiles  in  a  great  number,  or  in  large  megatons,  is  it  | 

3  ,  not  possible  just  for  them  to  cluster  them  and  nail  any 

4  vehicle  that's  got  a  twenty-five  minute  head  start? 

COL.  WALSH:  I  apologize.  I  didn't  quite  under- 
•  i;  stand  that  question. 

7  MR.  O'BRIEN:  Given  a  certain  size  of  a  missile,  j 

8  it’s  destructive  powers,  does  twenty-five  minutes  in  a 

9  vehicle  moving  roughly  highway  speeds,  enable  these  vehicles  | 
»0  j;  to  even  get  any  place  away  from  the  destructive  powers  of 

m  these  incoming  missiles?  It  is  my  impression  that  incoming  ^ 

li 

12;  missiles  have  destructive  radiuses  of  fifty  miles. 

13  |  COL.  WALSH:  No,  that  is  incorrect.  The  destruc-  j 

14  ,  tive  power  or  radiuses  of  the  Soviet  missiles  with  the  1 

is  normal  re-entry  vehicles  is  much,  much  less  than  your  fifty 
16.  mile  radius.  So  in  the  analysis,  it's  very  possible  for 

it  us  to  show  that  a  good  portion  of  the  fleet  would,  in  fact,  ; 
is  survive  such  an  attack  and  be  available  to  retaliate  against 

19  the  Soviet  Union. 

20  COL.  BRISTOL:  One  last  chance.  i 

2t  1  want  to  thank  you  very  much.  This  is  a  super  turnout. j 

n  I  don't  know  what,  in  percentage  terms,  of  the  residents 

23  of  this  community,  but  your  inputs  arc  very  much  appre- 

24  ;  elated  by  me  personally  and  the  insiqhts  that  you've  added, 

?5  the  thoughts  that  you  brought  to  this  process  make  it  a  much 


E-167 


EV2-J/12? 


DOCUMENT  126 


DOCUMENT  126 


ji  b*tttc  process  then  it  would  otherwise  be. 

And  39s in,  thank  you  so  auch  for  cominq  out,  and  I  wish 
!  you  a  good  evening. 


I  STATE  OP  MONTANA  \ 

!  . 

i  COUNTY  OP  FERGUS  ) 


j,  I,  AUDREY  C.  PETERSEN,  Professional  Reporter  end 

jj  Notary  Public  in  and  for  the  County  of  Fergus,  State  of 
r  Montana,  hereby  certify  that  I  did  at  the  tiae,  date  and 

|j  place  as  set  forth,  report  the  proceedings  had  in  the 

p 

B  public  hearing  in  stenotype;  that  the  foregoing  pages, 

!  inclusive,  constitute  e  true,  correct  and  coeplttc  transcript 
|  of  ey  stenographic  notes  as  reduced  to  typewritten  fore  by 
!  ee  or  under  ay  direction  to  the  beet  of  ay  skill  and 


X  further  certify  that  x  sa  not  a  relative,  agent, 
attorney  or  counsel  of  any  of  the  parties  hereto. 

Dated  this  Sth  day  of  August,  1987. 


AUDREY  C.  nrrtAStS “ 
Notary  Pu^lj.c 

My  Coaaiaaion  pi re s ; 


Qihoai  Cowt  rWoonot 
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PROCEEDINGS 

•Mil  Intercontinental  Ballistic  Missile  Program 

3 

(Public  Bearing  proceedings 

1 

4 

cawtnctd  7:00  p.n. , 

-MM 

5 

6 

July  22,  1987.) 

7 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Good  evening,  ladies  and 

6 

gentlemen.  The  Rational  Envi rorssental  Policy  Act  and  various 

9 

federal  regulations  issued  pursuant  to  that  law  require  that 

10 

10 

when  any  federal  agency  proposes  an  action  which  could  have  a 

u 

Conducted  by  the  United  States  Air  Force 

11 

significant  impact  upon  the  environment  within  a  particular 

12 

12 

area,  that  that  agency  go  through  a  aeries  of  procedures 

11 

13 

which  include  in  nany  cases  conducting  public  hearings  and 

14 

14 

receiving  direct  public  input  from  individuals  who  reside  in 

IS 

15 

and  around  the  areas  inpseted  by  the  proposal. 

1« 

July  22,  1907 

16 

Tonight,  this  public  hearing  will  exanine  an  Air 

17 

Great  Falla,  Montana 

17 

Force  proposal  —  and  I  emphasise  proposal  —  you  will  see 

11 

7*00  p.m. 

18 

the  word  decision  listsd  in  several  of  the  handouts  and  thare 

19 

have  been  various  decisions  made  by  the  president  —  but  what 

20 

we  are  really  talking  about  in  the  context  of 

21 

21 

executive/legislative  resolutions  is  a  recommendation  or  a 

22 

22 

request,  but  it  requires  funding  and  approval  by  the  Congress 

21 

Bearings  Officer*  Col.  Nattbee  Bristol 

23 

before  it  could  ever  come  about. 

PORDAHL,  FLETCHER,  WOLTER  Sl  ASSOCIATES 

00 

24 

My  name  is  Hstt  Bristol.  I  am  an  Air  Force  judge. 

UOBTHMD  PBORSSKTNAt  UKtftTOS 

c* 

r  o  box  woe 

25 

My  business  day  in  and  day  out  is  conducting  felony  trials. 

29 
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1 

This  is  a  bit  of  a  fresh  change  for  me. 

1 

upon  members  of  the  public  to  make  stateMnts. 

2 

The  Judge  Advocate  General  in  Washington  asked  me 

2 

For  public  officials  and  designated  spokespersons 

3 

to  com  here  this  week  and  to  serve  as  the  hearing  officer. 

3 

of  private  organisations,  the  time  will  be  five  minutes 

4 

My  function  is  very  simple,  and  that  is  to  sake  sure  that  you 

4 

maximusi. 

5 

and  each  of  you  have  a  fair  opportunity  to  number  one,  learn 

5 

For  those  who  are  speaking  in  their  private 

6 

about  this  particular  proposal  and  the  Draft  Environmental 

6 

capacity  as  citixens  it  will  be  three  minutes. 

7 

Inpact  statement.  And  of  course  as  you  know,  the  proposal  is 

7 

We  will  go  through  all  the  statements,  first  of  all 

8 

to  deploy  and  to  operate  in  peacetime  a  snail 

8 

calling  on  the  individuals  that  have  filled  out  the  comment 

9 

intercontinental  ballistic  missile  system  various 

9 

sheets.  Once  we  get  to  the  bottom  of  the  pile  I  will  call  on 

10 

Minuteman  silos  throughout  northcentral  Montana. 

10 

anyone  else  who  would  like  to  make  a  statement.  And  after 

11 

Part  one  of  tonight's  informal  hearing  —  and  1 

11 

that,  we  will  use  any  available  additional  time  for  queetions 

12 

would  like  to  emphasize  Informal  --  you  are  going  to  receive 

12 

that  might  have  come  into  your  mind  as  a  consequence  of  the 

13 

a  briefing  from  Lt.  Col.  Peter  Walsh,  which  sone  of  you 

13 

various  statements  and  other  questions  that  have  been 

14 

probably  heard  before  in  March  or  April  at  some  of  the 

14 

raised. 

15 

various  scoping  meetings. 

15 

I  am  not  an  expert  on  this  proposal.  I  don't  know 

16 

Following  that  briefing  we  will  have  a  short  recess 

16 

anything  about  it  other  than  the  fact  that  I  have  been 

17 

and  I  will  ask  those  of  who  have  had  a  chance  to  complete  the 

17 

through  two  hearings  and  heard  the  presentation  twice  so  if  I 

18 

comment  sheets  that  were  available  outside  to  turn  those  in 

16 

start  wandering  around  during  the  presentation  it's  just  a 

19 

at  the  table  in  the  outside  area.  I'll  collect  them  and  use 

19 

way  to  keep  my  mind  active. 

20 

them  to  first  of  all  call  upon  you  to  ask  questions. 

20 

Put  I  am  not  an  expert.  I  haven't  had  anything  to 

21 

questions  that  clarify  in  your  mind  a  particular  matter  that 

21 

do  with  it.  I  am  just  here  to  try  to  be  the  man  in  the 

22 

might  be  in  doubt  that  was  raised  either  in  the  brief inq  or 

22 

middle  to  make  sure  that  you  and  each  of  you  get  a  fair 

23 

in  the  Draft  Environmental  Impact  statement. 

23 

allocation  for  the  opportunity  that's  yours  under  the  law  to 

24 

Following  questions,  hopefully  then  you  will  he  in 

00 

e* 

24 

provide  a  direct  input  into  your  government's  decision-making 

25 

an  optimist  position  to  make  statements  and  then  I'll  call 

•*** 
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25 

process. 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

1  ask  that  you  adhere  to  a  few  baaic  rules.  Speak 

to  me  as  you  ask  a  question  or  make  a  statement,  as  opposed 

to  directing  a  question  directly  to  Col.  Nalsh.  Re’ll  have 

various  member  of  his  staff  available  to  assist  hi*  in 

answering  questions.  Zf  they  can’t  answer  the  questions  — 

and  i  will  work  with  you  to  make  sure  they  do  answer  if  at 

all  possible  —  but  if  they  can't  then  it  will  be  answered 

for  the  record  and  included  in  the  final  draft  —  the  final 

Environmental  Impact  Statement. 

Sometimes  a  question  can't  be  answered  because  it's 

—  the  answer  is  classified.  And  so  that  one  has  to  be  taken 

back  and  examined  and  an  answer  provided  in  an  unclassified 

fore  if  that's  possible. 

So  that  the  idea  basically  is  to  divide  evenly 

aeong  all  of  you  with  no  one  individual  or  group  getting  more 

than  their  fair  share  of  the  total  tine  the  opportunity  to 

ask  pointed  questions  and  to  aake  statements  of  your  unique 

perspectives  upon  this  very  inportant  proposal. 

And  I'd  like  to  thank  all  of  you  for  ccninq  out 

tonight  and  without  delay  I'a  going  to  introduce  Lt.  Col. 

Peter  Nalsh. 

Col.  Nalsh. 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  Good  evening,  ladies  and 

gentlemen.  As  pert  of  ay  presentation  tonight  I  intend  to 

summarize  the  major  findings  of  the  Draft  Environmental 

00 

e* 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

a 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

Impact  Statement  for  which  I  was  responsible  in  preparing. 

However,  before  going  into  those  findings,  I  first 

want  to  review  events  that  led  to  the  presidential  decision 

to  deploy  the  mall  I CBN  at  Kalmstrom  Air  Force  Bate. 

Then  I  shall  briefly  explain  the  basing  mode,  the 

proposed  action,  and  its  alternatives. 

Then  we’ll  look  at  the  EI6  process,  the 

Environmental  Impact  Statement  process,  and  how  we  adhere  to 

the  Rational  Environmental  Policy  Act  and  the  implementing 

regulations. 

Ny  next  step  will  be  to  actually  prssent  the 

impacts  that  we  have  found.  And  then  we  will  cover  the 

safety  aspects  of  this  particular  system. 

And  lastly,  we  will  look  at  the  mitigation  measures 

that  both  that  we  have  proposed  and  those  that  we  have 

already  instituted. 

As  you  may  recall,  back  in  January  1983  the 

president  established  the  Scowcroft  Commission  to  review  the 

entire  U.S.  Strategic  modernization  program.  There  were 

several  recommendations  that  came  out  of  that  commission  that 

are  of  import  to  us  tonight. 

The  first  ons  of  course  was  to  deploy  100 

Peacekeeper  missiles  at  P.E.  Nsrren  Air  Force  Base. 

Second,  the  commission  recommended  that  research 

and  development  of  a  small  ICBN  to  be  deployed  in  either  a 
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1 

hardened  silo  or  aobile  configuration. 

1 

and  is  capable  of  carrying  three  warheads. 

2 

And  lastly/  they  recoaaended  the  continued  efforts 

2 

In  the  center  is  the  Peacekeeper  missile.  And  this 

3 

at  eras  limitations  agreements. 

3 

weighs  195,000  pounds  and  is  capable  of  carrying  up  to  ten 

4 

Both  the  president  and  the  Congress  accepted  the 

4 

warheads. 

5 

reconnendations  of  this  commission/  and  in  fact,  in  a  1984 

’ 

5 

On  the  right  is  the  small  l<BN,  which  currently 

6 

Authorization  Act,  Congress  directed  that  the  Air  Force 

1 

6 

weighs  37,000  pounds  and  can  carry  but  one  warhead.  The 

7 

pursue  a  1992  initial  operating  capability. 

7 

small  ICBN  is  currently  in  full  scale  development. 

8 

Furthermore,  in  the  1986  Authorization  Act, 

8 

Now,  the  Air  Force  considered  in  response  to 

9 

Congress  further  directed  that  the  Air  Force  prepare  a 

1 

9 

Congress  two  method?  of  deploying  the  small  ICBN.  The  first 

10 

Legislative  EI8  to  assist  the  president  in  deciding  on  the 

10 

method  envisioned  the  use  of  hard  silos  very  similar  to  those 

11 

appropriate  basing  mode  and  deployment  locations. 

11 

which  are  used  for  the  Nlnuteman  today  but  of  significantly 

12 

This  was  to  be  followed  by  an  Administrative  RTF, 

12 

greater  hardness  to  withstand  a  potential  nuclear  blast. 

13 

which  we  are  in  the  process  of  preparing  right  now,  to 

13 

The  other  —  or  the  second  option  that  the  Air 

14 

support  or  aid  in  making  site  specific  decisions. 

14 

Force  looked  at  waa  the  use  of  a  Hard  Nobile  Launcher  in 

15 

The  Congress  further  capped  the  deployment  of 

15 

which  survivability  would  be  achieved  bv  the  mobility  of  the 

16 

Peacekeeper  missiles  at  50,  and  asked  the  president  to 

16 

vehicle. 

17 

recommend  another  more  survivable  basinq  mode  for  the  second 

17 

For  the  Nard  Nobile  Launcher,  the  Air  Force 

18 

50  Peacekeeper  missies. 

18 

considered  two  operational  concepts.  The  first  concept 

19 

That  second  direction  to  the  president  also  has  a 

19 

envisioned  the  random  movement  of  these  vehicles  in  large 

20 

bearing  on  the  FIS  tonight. 

20 

military  reservations,  primarily  in  the  southwestern  United  * 

21 

At  this  point  I  wish  to  cover  the  Air  Force  act  ions 

21 

States. 

22 

In  response  to  this  Congressional  direction. 

22 

The  survivabilitv  of  the  vehicles  were  further 

23 

Now,  this  chart  here  shows  the  three  missiles  in 

23 

enhanced  bv  their  ability  to  dash  off  the  reservation  should 

24 

question.  On  your  left-hand  side  is  the  Minutenan  3  that  is 

00 

ee 

Mi 

the  Soviets  launch  an  attack. 

ao 

N 

25 

presently  on  alert.  it  weighs  approximately  76,000  pounds 

3' 

"Tie  second  operational  concept  envisioned  the 
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be  dependent  upon  the  threat  and  the  ongoing  ares 

2 

negotiations. 

3 

In  looking  at  the  operational  concept  that  was 

4 

selected  by  the  president,  ve  would  be  deploying  wall  I CBM 

5 

launchers  within  shelters  that  are  constructed  at  each  of  the 

6 

selected  launch  facilities.  The  launchers  would  remain  in 

7 

their  shelters  except  for  occasional  trips  back  to  the  main 

8 

operating  base  for  major  maintenance.  We  estimate  that  these 

9 

trips  should  be  one  per  year  per  vehicle. 

10 

During  these  trips  —  and  this  is  a  very  important 

11 

iBsue  —  the  vehicle  will  be  configured  to  meet  state  axle 

12 

weight  standards.  The  security  for  the  system  will  be 

13 

provided  by  the  vehicle  operators,  by  delaying  mechanisms 

14 

built  into  the  launchers,  by  fencing  and  Air  Porce  response 

15 

teams. 

16 

The  main  operating  base  will  provide  the  personnel 

17 

support  and  technical  support  facilities,  as  well  as  a 

18 

training  area  for  the  launcher  drivers. 

19 

There  is  one  point  that  should  be  made  r  ht  here. 

20 

and  that  is  the  drivers  are  solely  responsible  for  the 

21 

maneuverability  of  the  Hard  Mobile  Launcher.  They  are  not 

22 

involved  at  all  with  the  launch  of  the  missile.  That  will  be 

23 

controlled  by  a  remote  launch  control  post,  either  airborne 

24 

or  ground,  under  the  National  Command  Authority. 

00 

25 

In  the  EIS  we  considered  the  proposed  action  and 
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1 

deployment  of  the  small  ICBMs  on  Ninuteman  launch 

2 

facilities.  The  combination  of  the  disperse  nature  of  the 

3 

missile  field  or  those  launch  facilities  in  the  missile  field 

4 

and  the  ability  of  those  launchers  to  dash  off  the  launch 

5 

facility  and  assess  large  quantities  of  lend  In  the  event  of 

6 

a  Soviet  attack  insured  their  survivability. 

7 

It  should  further  be  noted  that  with  this  later 

0 

operational  concept,  using  the  existing  infrastructure  at 

9 

Kinuteman  bases  the  Air  Force  was  able  to  save  considerably 

10 

with  respect  to  costs  of  deployments,  as  well  as  manpower 

11 

requirements. 

12 

In  accordance  with  the  Congress  directions,  the 

13 

Legislative  EIS  was  filed  last  year  in  November.  And  the 

14 

president  subsequently  made  his  decisions. 

IS 

He  first  of  all  elected  to  go  with  the  Kinuteman 

16 

basing  concept  and  identified  Malastrom  Air  Porce  Base  as  the 

17 

initial  operating  capability  base. 

18 

He  reserved  the  option  to  further  deploy  the  small 

19 

I CBM  in  its  basing  node  at  P.E.  Warren  and  Ellsworth  Air 

20 

Porce  Bases. 

21 

He  further  reserved  the  option  to  go  to  southwest 

22 

basing  or  random  movement  basing,  and  he  identified  the 

23 

Texas/New  Mexico  complex  and  the  Arizona  complexes  as 

24 

25 

potential  bases. 

The  exact  number  of  missiles  to  be  deployed  would 

00 
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1 

put  together  its  proposed  set  of  launch  facilities  for  the 

2 

proposed  action  and  the  alternatives  one  and  two,  and  in  none 

3 

of  those  sets  will  there  be  any  launch  facilities  that  would 

4 

impact  an  inhabited  facility. 

5 

Now,  as  pert  of  the  activity  there  will  be  a 

6 

significant  upgrade  of  the  road  system  t >  permit  the  launcher 

7 

to  get  from  the  main  operating  base  to  the  launch 

8 

facilities.  There  will  be  upgrades  of  bridges  and  culverts 

9 

and  widening  and  strengthening  of  roads. 

10 

Now,  there  is  a  special  process  for  determining  how 

11 

this  activity  is  going  to  be  conducted.  Basically  the  Air 

12 

Force  has  prepared  a  docixnent  called  the  Defense  Access  Roads 

13 

Heeds  Report,  in  which  we  specified  the  configurations  of  our 

14 

vehicle  and  identified  the  routes  in  which  we  are  most 

15 

interested.  This  is  provided  to  the  State  with  a  statement 

16 

and  in  this  particular  case  approximately  S200.000  for  the 

” 

j  state  Highway  Department  in  conjunction  with  the  Federal 

18  . 

|  Highway  Department  to  analyze  the  roads  and  determine  how  the 

” 

I  state  would  beet  wish  to  meet  our  needs,  as  well  as  insuring 

20 

that  the  people  of  Montana  are  also  well  served. 

21 

The  results  of  the  state  assessment  will  be  due 

22 

|  later  this  year,  and  then  the  Air  Force  will  sit  down  with 

2s 

the  State  and  Federal  Highway  Ackninist  r  a  t  ion  and  the  Military  1 

24  1 

Traffic  Management  Command  to  arranqc  what  ate  the  options 

oo 

eg 
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that  we  elect  to  go  with. 
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1 

three  alternatives  as  well  as  the  no  action  alternative. 

2 

This  illustration  shows  the  hard  or  the 

3 

earth-covered  igloo  which  is  proposed  to  be  built  at  100 

4 

launch  facilities.  The  proposed  action  would  also  include 

5 

the  deployment  of  200  missiles. 

6 

The  manning  for  the  proposed  action  is 

7 

approximately  3100  military  personnel.  The  increase  in 

e 

personnel  would  occur  over  about  a  seven-year  period,  and  as 

9 

you  can  see,  we  will  meet  stability  in  1997.  Each  launch 

10 

facility  will  be  expanded  to  accomodate  the  new  facilities 

11 

being  placed  upon  it. 

12 

Now,  in  the  EIS  we  made  an  assumption  that  between 

13 

1.5  and  2.6  acres  would  be  required.  However,  since  the 

14 

publication  of  the  EIS,  we  have  finished  doing  our  analysis 

15 

i  of  each  one  of  the  launch  facilities  and  now  can  revise  that 

16 

requirement  down  to  between  .1  and  1.6  acres  per  launch 

17 

facility. 

18 

It  also  should  be  noted  that  around  each  launch 

19 

facility  the  restrictive  easement  or  safety  zone  would  hove 

20 

to  be  expanded. 

21 

Now,  basically  when  this  happens  the  Air  Force  buys 

22 

a  restricted  easement  in  which  any  inhabitated  facilities 

23 

would  not  be  permitted.  Of  course  this  was  a  great  concern 

24 

to  many  residents  who  will  be  affected  by  this.  But  I  ♦  *»t> 

00 

25 ! 

tell  you  at  this  particular  point  that  the  Air  Force  has  now 
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1 

There  will  be  significant  construction  on  the  bese 

1 

safety  sone  we  were  still  able  to  avoid  any  inhabited 

2 

proper.  We  could  be  building  up  to  1700  Military  family 

2 

facilities. 

3 

ar.it  s.  However*  I  will  be  discussing  that  in  a  few  minutes. 

3 

System  alternative  number  two  involved  the 

4 

This  will  be  built  --  or  could  be  built  on  about  330  acres  of 

4 

deployment  the  250  Bard  Mobile  Launchers,  this  time  utilising 

5 

land  on  the  northwest  side  of  the  base. 

5 

125  silos.  So  in  this  case  there  wss  the  increase  in  the 

S 

Most  of  the  personnel  support  facilities  will  be 

6 

operational  course  required  to  operate  the  system. 

7 

built  on  the  west  side  of  the  base*  with  the  technical 

7 

System  alternative  three  involved  the  uee  of  200 

8 

facilities  in  the  southeastern  portion  of  the  base.  Me  also 

8 

silos,  plac  >  one  Herd  Mobile  Launcher  at  each  silo.  This 

9 

intend  to  acquire  up  to  600  acres  of  land  on  the  east  side  of 

9 

perhaps  caused  the  greatest  construction  effort,  end  also 

10 

the  base  to  build  a  training  area  for  the  Bard  Mobile 

10 

necessitated  impect  to  inhabited  homes  of  25  facilities. 

11 

Launcher  drivers. 

11 

In  case  you  haven't  seen  it,  this  next  illustration 

12 

The  total  cost  of  this  prog ran  as  it  new  stands 

12 

will  give  you  u.  .dee  of  wha<  -  pre-engineered  building  would 

13 

approaches  $1  billion.  The  peak  year  for  expenditure  of 

13 

look  like  at  a  typical  silo. 

14 

funds  is  1993,  where  up  to  $215  Billion  would  be  spent. 

14 

Now,  this  Els  began  —  or  work  on  the  E1S  began 

IS 

The  actual  construction  work  force  associated  with 

15 

early  In  1987.  w^  started  it  with  a  series  of  scoping 

16 

this  effort  will  peak  in  1990  at  about  1,100  workers. 

16 

meetings  that  were  held  in  four  locations,  including  Great 

17 

This  next  chart  shows  the  alternatives  that  were 

17 

Falls.  We  also  met  with  state  and  local  representatives  to 

18 

considered  in  the  BIS  and  seme  of  the  major  characteristics. 

18 

get  input  from  that  perspective  on  whet  issues  should  be 

19 

The  first  alternative  involved  the  deployment  of 

19 

analyzed  within  this  particular  document.  The  doc went  was 

20 

200  Hard  Mobile  Launchers,  but  in  this  case,  a  pre-engineered 

20 

released  to  the  public  on  the  25th  of  June,  and  made 

21 

builoing  was  used  in  lieu  of  the  igloos.  In  this  case,  the 

’i 

available  st  local  libraries  on  that  same  date. 

22 

safety  tone  was  expanded  to  179S  feet  In  lieu  of  the  1250 

22 

The  public  has  until  the  21st  of  August  in  which  to 

23 

feet  for  the  igloo. 

23 

provide  their  inputs  to  us.  I  should  emphasise  to  you  that  a 

24 

But  again  I  need  to  eaphaslxe  in  our  selection 

00 

N 

24 

written  input  will  get  the  ame  consideration  as  any  verbal 

25 

process  for  the  leunch  facilities,  even  with  this  expanded 

25 

input  provided  to  us  tonight.  The  reason  why  we  have  to  have 

N 
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1 

a  cut-off  date  of  the  21st  of  August  is  to  allow  the  Air 

1 

prepared  next  year  to  aid  in  the  final  selection  of 

2 

Force  sufficient  tine  to  analyse  the  input  and  sake 

2 

Peacekeeper  deployment  locations. 

3 

adjustments  to  the  Els  as  appropriate  and  still  publish  a 

3 

In  our  analyses,  we  looked  at  —  well,  we  divided 

4 

document  to  meet  Congressional  milestones. 

4 

our  analyses  into  12  resource  categories.  And  in  addition  to 

5 

We  are  having  six  public  hearings  for  this 

5 

that  we  evaluated  the  safety  Implications  of  this 

6 

particular  document.  In  response  to  concerns  that  were 

6 

deployment. 

7 

raised  at  the  scoping  meetings  we  have  added  Rarlowton  and 

7 

For  each  resource  we  looked  at  the  fullest 

8 

Augusta  to  Great  Falls,  Conrad,  Helena,  and  Lewistown. 

8 

geographic  extent  of  the  impacts  associated  with  this 

9 

Now,  the  CIS  will  address  the  environmental 

9 

program.  But  we  highlighted  within  the  EIS  those  areas  where 

10 

consequences  of  the  deployment  and  peacetime  operation  of  the 

10 

the  Impacts  were  most  pronounced. 

11 

small  I CBM. 

11 

We  also  in  conjunction  —  working  with  the  local 

12 

Now,  you  may  be  aware  that  recently  a  decision  was 

12 

authorities  and  using  standards  established  by  the  Council  On 

13 

made  to  deploy  an  air  refueling  wing  at  Malmstrom  Air  Force 

.5 

Environmental  Quality  Regulations  determined  whether  ar 

14 

Base. 

14 

impact  was  significant  or  not.  By  significant  we  are  meaning 

15 

The  impacts  associated  with  this  particular 

IS 

how  important  was  *■ .  how  much  concern  did  it  warrant? 

16 

decision  are  included  in  the  no  action  alternative  or  the 

16 

And  lastly,  we  categorised  a*!  impacts  into  whether 

17 

baseline  conditions. 

17 

they  were  long  term  or  short  term  duration. 

18 

Furthermore,  you  may  be  aware  that  the  president. 

18 

I  should  p<,int  out  at  this  time  that  from  ay 

19 

when  he  went  to  Congress  and  identified  Rail  Garrison  as  the 

19 

perspective  in  preparing  a  series  of  EISs  thv  impacts 

20 

alternative  basing  mode  for  Peacekeeper,  also  identified 

20 

associated  with  this  p-  .gram  are  of  s  minor  scale.  And  I 

21 

Malmstrom  as  a  candidate  location.  As  a  consequence  in  this 

21 

feel  with  sound  mltigatlve  action  most  of  the  impacts  can  be 

22 

Els  we  have  shown  the  cumulative  impacts  of  such  s  deployment 

22 

erased. 

23 

in  addition  to  the  small  ICBM. 

23 

However,  that  doesn't  camouflage  thw  need  to  be 

24 

But  again,  it  should  be  noted  that  if  Congress 

00 

24 

concerned  about  certain  areas.  And  I  think  the  most 

25 

continues  to  support  this  program,  a  separate  FIS  will  be 

-v. 

25 

important  areas  that  we  should  be  concerned  about  this 

M 
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1 

evening  lie  in  both  the  socioeconomic  arena,  specifically 

1 

We  found  in  our  analyses  that  over  80  percent  of 

2 

education  and  public  finance,  and  in  transportation. 

2 

the  jobs  identified  could  in  fact  be  satisfied  from  the  local 

3 

In  socioeconomics,  we  actually  analysed  six 

3 

area.  Ne  also  found  that  over  $990  million  in  new  spending 

4 

elements;  the  regional  economic  base,  demographics,  housing. 

4 

would  occur  between  1990  and  2005  within  the  area.  And  we 

5 

education,  public  services,  and  public  finance. 

5 

expected  that  spending  by  Air  Force  personnel  assigned  to  the 

6 

For  the  economic  base  we  looked  at  the  nine  county 

6 

area  and  the  Malmstrom  contracting  office  could  equal 

7 

region.  For  all  the  other  categories  we  focused  on  the  major 

7 

approximately  $63  million  per  year  throughout  the  life  of  the 

e 

communities  of  Conrad,  Great  Falls,  and  Lewistown. 

8 

program . 

9 

The  key  measures  of  the  economic  base  include  such 

9 

In  demographics,  we  analyzed  the  community 

10 

things  as  the  labor  force,  the  employment,  the  unemployment. 

10 

population  and  assessed  its  ability  to  assimilate  the 

11 

and  income. 

11 

imr .grating  population  asst.iated  with  the  program.  It 

12 

We  made  an  evaluation  or  comparison  of  what  our 

12 

should  be  noted  that  most  ot  ie  growth  would  occur  in  the 

13 

labor  requirements  were  to  complete  our  efforts  and  what  was 

13 

Great  Falls  area,  where  we  expected  the  population,  the 

14 

available  in  the  local  community. 

14 

additional  population  to  increase  about  7600  people  by  the 

IS 

Naturally  the  higher  proportion  of  work  that  could 

15 

year  2000. 

16 

be  satisfied  by  people  from  the  local  area  the  greater 

16 

Now,  this  would  bring  the  military  population  of 

17 

benefit  to  the  local  area. 

17 

this  community  from  approximately  10,700  as  they  exist  today 

18 

As  identified  earlier,  up  to  1100  direct  jobs  would 

18 

to  about  18,300  in  the  year  2000.  It  would  constitute  about 

19 

be  created  during  the  construction  years.  And  also 

19 

24  percent  of  the  population  of  Great  Falls.  And  because  the 

20 

associated  with  both  the  construction  and  the  operational 

20 

military  population  will  be  different  in  its  characteristics 

2) 

years,  about  1200  indirect  :'bs  would  be  created.  By 

21 

both  its  income,  its  age,  its  geographic  background. 

22 

indirect  jobs  we  mean  those  pec,  te  providing  services  to 

22 

etcetera,  we  felt  we  considered  this  a  significant  impact 

23 

either  the  construction  effort  or  to  the  operations  effort. 

23 

upon  the  community. 

24 

These  could  be  the  additional  police  force  required,  the 

00 

24 

In  housing,  we  analyzed  the  ability  of  the  private 

2S 

additional  school  teachers  required,  etcetera. 

25 

sector  to  provide  the  housing  to  the  immigrating  population. 

e»» 
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1 

It  should  be  noted  here  that  it’s  the  Air  Force  policy  to 

1 

the  needs  and  identifying  any  shortages  that  would  occur. 

2 

rely  first  upon  the  private  sector  to  provide  such  housing 

2 

The  program  related  to  enrollment  in  the  Great 

3 

but  then  if  it’s  determined  thet  the  private  sector  cannot 

3 

Palls  School  District  would  be  stabilized  at  about  12,000 

4 

provide  that  housing,  then  th-  Air  Force  will  satisfy  the 

4 

pupi 1 8  in  the  operating  year?.  This  would  represent  about  a 

5 

needs  of  the  military  population  either  by  building  military 

5 

9.1  percent  increase  over  the  projected  baseline  population. 

6 

family  housing  units  or  providing  housing  through  other 

6 

One  of  our  biggest  concerns  la  that  If  military 

7 

federal  programs. 

7 

family  housing  were  provided,  that  there  would  be  a  vast 

8 

In  our  analyses  we  concluded  that  in  construction 

8 

concentr. .ion  of  elementary  students  in  particular  around  the 

9 

phase  there  was  sufficient  housing  hotel  accomodations  to 

9 

base.  And  this  would  cause  a  severe  overloading  of  the  Loy 

10 

satisfy  the  needs,  as  indicated  earlier,  it  80  percent  of 

10 

Elementary  School.  This  would  also  cause  a  violation  of  the 

11 

the  needs  will  be  satisfied  from  the  local  area,  there  will 

11 

State  standards  for  the  pupll/teacher  ratios. 

.4 

be  a  very  small  immigration. 

12 

If  housing  were  satisfied  by  other  military 

13 

However,  during  the  operational  years,  there  was  a 

13 

programs  —  or  other  federal  programs  such  as  Section  801, 

14 

different  sto.  .  We  determined  that  the  private  sector  could 

14 

the  nousing  may  be  “'d  throughout  the  community,  but  even 

15 

not  provide  suitable  housing  for  the  military  personnel  at  a 

15 

this  action  will  st‘ll  cause  the  school  system  to  exceed  the 

16 

price  that  military  personnel  could  aff-  ’.  Accordingly,  it 

16 

State  standard  for  the  student/teacher  ratio.  So 

17 

will  be  necessary  to  satisfy  the  residual  difference  with 

17 

accordingly,  education  was  identified  as  a  significant  impact 

lb 

c.Lher  military  family  Musing  units  or  other  federal 

18 

area . 

19 

programs. 

19 

In  public  services,  we  have  looked  at  the 

20 

Although  the  impact  on  housing  would  not  Se 

20 

institutions  in  the  affected  communities  and  identified  any 

21 

considered  significant,  the  method  in  w.ich  this  housing 

21 

needs  as  far  as  personnel  were  concerned  or  facilities.  In 

2? 

would  be  provided  by  the  military  family  housing  or  other 

22 

general,  the  increase  in  migration  in  the  operational  years 

23 

feder-il  programs  does  impact  public  finance  and  education. 

23 

would  cause  a  slight  increase  of  need  for  services  and 

24 

In  education,  we  analyzed  the  school  systems 

00 

24 

accordingly,  a  need  for  additional  personnel  ranging  from 

25 

affected  by  the  program,  looking  at  their  ability  to  satisfy 

■ — 

25 

between  a  5  to  10  percent  increase. 
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1 

1 

Looking  at  the  facilities,  however,  we  discovered 

1 

about  100,000. 

2 

that  most  of  the  facilities  throughout  the  entire  area  were 

2 

For  the  Cascade  County  with  a  projected  yearly 

3 

built  for  a  such  larger  population  and  could  well  handle  the 

3 

budget  of  12  Million,  the  shortfall  should  be  about  270,000. 

4 

projected  increase  in  population  associated  with  this 

4 

And  for  the  Public  School  system,  which  has  a  a 

5 

prog raw. 

5 

budget  of  $36  million  a  year,  the  shortfall  would  be  about 

6 

The  only  area  of  concern  which  you  are  probably  all 

6 

570,000  in  1996  and  it  would  stabilise  at  about  140,000  a 

7 

quite  aware  of  is  with  the  jail.  This  jail  which  was  built 

7 

year  in  the  year  2000  and  beyond. 

8 

in  1914  has  already  been  operating  beyond  its  capacity,  and 

8 

How,  if  in  lieu  of  building  military  family  housing 

9 

we  do  not  anticipate  having  any  ability  to  absorb  any  fur-'ier 

9 

units  on  the  base  the  housing  was  provided  by  other  federal 

10 

growth  that  would  --  Might  be  associated  with  our  coving  to 

10 

programs  throughout  the  area,  then  the  State  could  tax  the 

11 

town. 

11 

property  or  imposed  property  taxes  on  those  particular 

12 

In  the  public  finance  arena,  we  looked  at  the 

12 

units. 

13 

revenues  that  additional  revenues  that  would  be  collected  by 

13 

This  psrticular  action  would  basically  wipe  out 

14 

the  various  jurisdictions  and  the  additional  expenditures 

14 

chat  deficit  with  respect  to  the  City  of  Great  Palls  and 

15 

they  may  be  required  to  —  that  may  be  required  to  provide 

15 

Cascade  County. 

16 

the  necessary  services  that  this  immigrating  population  would 

16 

On  the  other  hand,  since  sore  students  would  be 

17 

require. 

17 

living  off  base,  the  school  district  would  get  less  money 

18 

Although  of  course  there  would  be  increased 

18 

under  Public  Law  81-874  so  therefore  the  financial  shortfall 

19 

revenues  for  the  jurisdictions,  the  jurisdictions  of  Cascade 

19 

to  the  school  system  unless  mitigative  actions  were  taken 

20 

County,  the  City  of  Great  Palls,  and  the  Great  Palls  Public 

20 

would  even  be  worse. 

21 

School  Districts  would  all  experience  continued  shortfalls 

21 

So  accordingly,  in  the  area  of  public  finance,  we 

22 

throughout  the  life  of  the  progin  unless  mitigative  actions 

22 

concluded  that  the  impacts  would  be  significant. 

23 

were  taken. 

23 

In  utilities,  we  looked  at  waste  water,  water. 

24 

In  the  City  of  Great  Falls  which  has  a  projected 

CD 

e* 

24 

solid  waste  collection  and  disposal  facilities,  electricity. 

25 

budget  of  about  $20  Million  per  year,  the  shortfall  should  be 

\ 

25 

nstural  gas  and  other  energy  distribution  systems,  and 

N 
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1 

concluded  in  all  areas  that  there  was  sufficient  capacity 

1 

even  in  the  operational  years  as  the  Air  Porce  personnel  go 

2 

already  in  being  or  currently  programmed  to  satisfy  the 

2 

to  their  place  of  employment.  Consequently,  we  concluded  the 

3 

additional  needs  lMposed  by  this  prograa. 

3 

impact  on  transportation  would  be  significant. 

4 

In  transpor tation,  we  looked  at  roads,  public 

4 

In  land  use  we  considered  the  impacts  on  urban  and 

5 

transportation,  railroads,  and  airports. 

5 

rural  land  uses.  Under  this  category  we  also  considered  the 

6 

However,  the  emphasis  was  placed  on  roads  since 

6 

impacts  on  inhabited  homes  that  could  be  affected  by  the 

7 

there  were  no  substantial  impacts  or  increases  in  demand  in 

7 

expansion  of  the  safety  xone  surrounding  these  launch 

8 

public  transportation,  railroads,  and  airports. 

8 

facilities. 

9 

I  think  the  biggest  concern  that  —  to  all  of  us 

9 

As  indicated  earlier,  we  now  have  downgraded  the 

10 

has  been  the  disruption  of  traffic  throughout  the  deployment 

10 

amount  of  land  that  is  going  to  be  required  at  each  selected 

11 

area  as  they  start  the  construction  efforts  on  the  roads  to 

11 

silo  to  between  .1  and  1.6  acres  per  site.  That  combined 

12 

Meet  our  particular  needs.  In  the  replacement  of  bridges. 

12 

with  the  600  acres  required  for  driver  training  at  Halmstrom 

13 

che  widening  of  roads,  etcetsca,  it  is  going  to  cause 

13 

Air  Force  Base  would  still  be  a  small  de.it  in  the 

14 

disruption  throughout  the  entire  area. 

14 

agricultural  land  available  within  the  area.  And  so 

15 

However,  it  should  be  noted  that  the  construction 

15 

therefore  the  impacts  were  not  considered  significant. 

16 

will  be  done  In  phases,  so  that  only  a  snail  portion  of  the 

16 

In  the  E IS  we  identified  the  potential  for 

17 

entire  deployment  ares  will  be  effected  at  any  one  time.  And 

17 

impacting  inhabited  homes  and  identified  that  this  impact 

18 

it  also  should  be  noted  that  in  the  long  term  the  entire  area 

18 

could  be  significant  if  w#  selected  launch  facilities  which 

19 

mil  1  benefit  frost  the  improvements  to  the  ,-oad  system. 

19 

would  had  inhabited  homes  within  the  expanded  safety  xones. 

20 

There  would  also  be  a  substantial  problem  within 

20 

However,  as  noted  earlier,  we  have  been  able  to 

21 

the  Great  Palls  area  due  to  increased  congestion  on  the  roads 

21 

satisfy  all  our  operational  requirements  and  avoid  those 

22 

with  the  workers  going  to  work  in  the  construction  years- 

22 

particular  launch  facilities.  So  therefore,  that  impact  will 

23 

Furthermore,  if  we  do  use  housing  provided  by  other 

23 

not  be  significant. 

24 

military  program*  that  is  housing  that  would  be  provided 

0O 

24 

In  recreation,  w#  looked  at  both  regional  and  local 

25 

within  •  ,e  city,  then  there  would  be  ‘ncreased  congestion 

25 

recreational  facilities  to  see  whether  they  could  satisfy  the 

> 

Ji 

E-174 


EV2-1/128  |  EV2-1/128 


1  DOCUMENT  127 

DOCUMENT  127 

PAGE  25 

PAGE  26 

1 

needs  of  the  immigrating  population. 

1 

This  area  has  several  important  fossile  bearing 

2 

Ab  far  as  regional  recreation  was  concerned,  it  was 

2 

areas.  And  therefore,  the  possibility  of  disturbing 

3 

■ore  than  adequate  to  satisfy  the  needs  of  the  immigrating 

3 

materials  that  were  important  to  the  scientific  community  was 

4 

population. 

4 

always  prevalent. 

5 

However,  locally  we  set  out  that  there  were  some 

5 

A  variety  of  Native  Americans  have  historic  ties  to 

6 

facilities  which  would  not  be  able  to  meet  the  demand  imposed 

6 

this  particular  area.  We  had  worked  with  Native  American 

7 

by  the  additional  population.  And  so  therefore,  we  concluded 

7 

groups  and  have  identified  no  areas  in  which  we  would 

8 

that  locally  the  inpacta  on  recreation  would  be  significant. 

8 

directly  impact  their  sacred  sites. 

9 

In  visual  resources  we  used  a  modification  of  the 

9 

However,  we  could  have  areas  where  we  could  have 

10 

Bureau  of  Land  Management's  visual  resource  management 

10 

visual  or  audible  intrusions  on  their  sites. 

11 

methodology.  Because  the  use  of  the  earth-covered  igloo  we 

11 

However,  the  most  important  area  to  the  Native 

12 

felt  that  this  would  blend  into  the  countryside  and  would  not 

12 

Indians  or  Native  Americans  was  the  potential  for  us 

13 

be  a  visual  eyesore  and  therefore  we  concluded  the  impacts 

13 

uncovering  a  burial  site  during  our  construction  activities. 

14 

would  not  be  significant. 

14 

It  is  the  Air  Force  policy  in  this  matter  that  if 

15 

In  (inaudible)  paleontological  resources  we  looked 

15 

we  discover  a  Indian  burial  that  we  will  call  upon  the 

16 

at  prehistoric,  historic,  architectural.  Native  American,  and 

16 

traditional  leader  of  the  appropriate  tribal  group  to  arrange 

17 

paleontological  resources. 

17 

for  the  re-burial  or  re-internment  of  the  body  in  accordance 

18 

Prehistoric  sites  are  likely  to  be  effected  at 

18 

with  their  traditions. 

19 

bridge  construction  and  river  crossings.  And  in  addition 

19 

In  biology  we  looked  at  the  impacts  on  vegetation. 

20 

there  were  38  launch  facilities  located  on  land  forms  where 

20 

wildlife,  acquatic  habitats  unique  and  sensitive  habitats. 

21 

prehistoric  artifacts  are  likely  to  be  found. 

21 

and  threatened  and  endangered  species.  Overall,  tbe  impacts 

22 

Of  the  bridges  that  could  be  effected  by  the 

22 

were  considered  not  significant.  We  would  impact  Mali  areas 

23 

reconstruction  of  roads,  one  was  in  fact  —  or  could  be 

23 

of  sensitive  vegetation  and  we  could  possibly  impact  areas 

24 

eligible  for  the  National  Register  of  Historic  Places.  And 

00 

N 

24 

whare  impact  sensitive  wildlife  habitats.  However,  these 

oo 

eo 

25 

six  were  potentially  eligible. 

25 

areas  were  small  and  we  felt  .hey  would  have  no  long-term 

N 
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1 

impacts  on  the  wildlife  communities  themselves. 

1 

In  geology  and  soils,  we  have  a  requirement  for 

2 

He  did  see  same  program  induced  growth  or  increase 

2 

about  3  million  tons  of  aggregate  to  support  the  road 

3 

in  hunting  and  fishing  within  the  area  that  felt  the  Montana 

3 

construction  program.  In  this  case,  there  is  sufficient 

4 

has  more  than  sufficient  resources  to  supply  those  particular 

4 

aggregate  available  but  we  will  severely  stress  such 

5 

needs. 

5 

production  capabilities  and  particularly  in  the  Conrad  area 

6 

In  areas  that  we  had  sensitive  wildlife  the  State 

6 

and  the  Levletown  area. 

7 

of  Montana  already  regulates  such  hunting  and  flatting  and 

7 

However,  in  the  long  term,  we  see  the  ability  of 

8 

protects  those  populations. 

8 

the  Industry  to  respond  and  for  the  situation  to  stabilise. 

9 

Section  7  of  the  Endangered  Species  Act  of  1973 

9 

Also  at  same  sites  we  have  soils  that  are  prone  to 

10 

requires  us  to  assess  our  impact  on  threatened  and  endangered 

10 

erosion  and  mass  movement.  And  so  therefore  we  may  have  scare 

11 

species.  Assessment  was  filed,  identifying  that  we  felt 

11 

difficulties  when  we  sre  constructing  at  those  pscticular 

12 

there  would  be  no  impact  on  such  species  and  the  U.S.  Pish 

12 

sites. 

13 

and  Wildlife  has  concurred  with  that  finding. 

13 

As  far  as  air  quality  la  concerned  and  noise,  we 

14 

In  water  resources,  we  looked  at  water  use,  surface 

14 

found  that  there  would  be  no  significant  impacts  associated 

15 

water,  and  groundwater.  As  far  as  water  is  concerned  we  will 

15 

with  this  proqram  on  either  one  of  those  resources. 

16 

be  using  approximately  800  acre  feet  per  year  in  the 

16 

At  this  point,  I  would  like  to  look  at  the 

17 

construction  phase  and  about  1500  acre  feet  per  year  in  the 

17 

alternatives  that  were  considered  in  thia  particular  EI8. 

18 

operational  stage,  primarily  in  the  Great  Palls  area.  This 

18 

The  first  alternative  as  you  nay  recall  involved 

19 

represents  about  .1  percent  of  the  presence  of  water  that  is 

19 

the  deployment  of  200  Hard  Mobile  Launchers  in  pre-engineered 

20 

consumed  and  we  see  no  impact  in  this  particular  area. 

20 

buildings  in  lieu  of  igloos.  The  numbers  of  people  would  be 

21 

As  far  as  surface  water  is  concerned,  we  saw  some 

21 

less  that  would  be  required  to  operate  the  system.  The 

22 

temporary  disruption  or  impacts  due  to  sedimentation  when 

22 

number  of  student*  would  be  less  that  would  be  imposed  upon 

23 

bridge  construction  is  occurring. 

23 

the  school  system. 

24 

However,  the  water  should  soon  be  restored  to  its 

CO 

e-J 

24 

The  biggest  concern  that  we  had,  however,  which  was 

CO 

p» 

25 

normal  state  after  such  construction  is  complete. 

25 

identified  in  the  EI8,  was  the  consequences  of  the  expanded 
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safety  xones  associated  with  thii  particular  option.  But  aa 
I  Identified  earlier,  v«  have  now  aalactcd  a  set  of  launch 
facilitlaa  that  avolda  in  any  impacts  on  inhabited  homes. 

For  alternative  two.  thia  la  one  that  look  a  at 
placing  —  or  using  250  Bard  Nobile  Launchera  and  placing 
then  at  125  aitaa.  Thera  wax  additional  conatruction  work 
force  asaociatad  with  thia  particular  deployment  and  there 
wee  alao  an  i ncreaae  in  the  operational  coata  aaaociated  with 
this  deployment. 

10  However,  the  major  iaaue  that  we  ahould  identify 

11  here  ia  the  increaae  potential  --  well,  the  increaae  on  the 

12  aocloeconoailc  impacta  due  to  the  larger  work  force. 

13  Tot  option  number  three,  thia  ia  where  we  deployed 

14  20C  Hard  Nobile  Launchera  in  pre-engineered  buildlnga  at  200 

15  aitaa.  and  in  thia  particular  caae,  the  moat  important 

16  impact  to  note  ia  that  now  we  have  no  option  In  aelecting 

17  launch  facilitiea.  Me  have  to  go  to  200  and  therefore  we 

IB  will  Impact  25  or  we  will  have  impacta  on  inhabited  homea  at 

19  25  aitea. 

20  we  alao  conaidered  a  no  action  alternative  in  thia 

21  BIS.  Thia  coneldere  that  Just  the  Ninuteman  and  the  air 

22  refueling  miaaion  remain  at  Nelmetrom  Air  Force  Baee.  In 

23  thia  particular  caae,  the  military  population  will  remain  at 

24  about  10,700  or  15  percent  of  the  total  population  of  Great 

25  Falla. 


1  In  thia  --  under  thia  particular  acenario,  the 

2  unemployment  rate  within  the  area  would  drop  to  appcoaimately 

3  6  percent. 

4  In  conaldering  the  emulative  impacta  of  the 

5  Peacekeeper  program  auper impoeed  upon  the  email  I  CBM,  we 

6  conaidered  that  there  would  be  about  6100  million  worth  of 

7  conatruction  work  associated  with  this  program.  This  would 
B  employ  up  to  an  axtra  220  persona  per  year  during  e 

9  conatruction  phase. 

10  There  will  be  an  operational  requirement  for  317 

11  people,  which  would  dictate  an  extra  700  people  coming  Into 

12  the  community.  The  net  result  of  this  would  probably  — 

13  would  be  an  lncreassd  population  or  to  the  Increased  needs 

14  with  the  public  services  and  contlnuad  shortfalls  to  the 

15  revenues  of  Great  Fells,  Conrad  —  Z  mean  Cascade  County  and 

16  to  the  school  districts. 

17  In  tha  araa  of  safety,  it  was  Important  for  us  to 

18  idantify  the  actions  taken  to  inaura  that  we  have  e  safe 

19  system,  but  at  the  seme  time,  hypothesise  the  moat  credible 

20  accident  that  we  can  envision  and  to  idantify  tha 

21  environmental  consequences  asaociatad  with  that  accident. 

22  It  should  be  noted  that  over  the  25  years  of  the 

23  operation  of  the  Ninuteman  system  there  has  not  been  an 

24  accident  that  resulted  in  any  explosion  or  fire. 

25  Nevertheleea,  it  still  was  imperative  that  wa  do 
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this  hypothetical  analyaea.  The  analysis  the  we  created,  or 

2 

where  e  tanker  truck  loaded  with  fuel  crashed  Into  the  Hard 

4 

Nobile  Launcher  during  its  movements. 

5 

If  this  occurred,  end  if  a  fire  subsequently 

6 

occurred  end  lasted  long  enough  end  If  the  re-entry  vehicle 

7 

8 

that  up  to  1  percent  of  the  radioactive  materiel  within  the 

9 

re-entry  vehicle  could  be  aerosol lxed  end  released  into  the 

10 

area. 

11 

If  it  occurred,  and  particularly  If  it  occurred  in 

12 

an  urban  area,  the  increase  in  deaths  would  be  up  to  14  per  1 

13 

million  peopla  exposed. 

14 

However,  it  should  be  emphasised  --  oh,  end  in 

15 

addition  to  that,  of  course,  the  clean-up  coats  within  the 

16 

isMedlate  area  would  be  considerable. 

27 

But  it  should  be  emphasised  at  thia  particular 

18 

point  that  this  particular  mishap  is  very  highly  improbable. 

19 

In  fact,  we  have  done  an  analysis  to  determine  what  the 

20 

probability  is,  and  determined  that  it  ia  at  leas  then  1 

21 

chance  in  100  billion. 

22 

The  last  ares  1  wish  to  talk  about  this  evening  la 

23 

mitigation. 

24 

Nitigation  are  thoae  actions  that  are  taken  to 

CO 

25 

minimise  the  adverse  Impacts  aaaociated  with  thia  deployment; 

i 
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to  minimise  or  eliminate  those  impacts  that  we  Identified 
here  tonight. 

Now,  there  ere  some  measures  that  are  within  the 
Air  Force  authority  during  the  construction  years  such  ae 
normal  construction  practices,  end  they  have  been  identified 
in  the  BIS  end  have  bean  aastaad  in  our  analyaea. 

There  are  other  actions  or  mitigatlva  actions  that 
we  can  take  that  are  as  a  consequence  of  identifying  the 
problems  in  tha  EIS  process.  One  of  thoae  actions  could  be  e 
selection  of  the  launch  facilities  where  we  deploy  the 
system;  in  this  particular  case,  the  selection  of  the  launch 
facilities  that  avoid  inhabited  homes. 

Then  there  ere  mitigation  measures  that  are  not 
within  the  authority  of  the  Air  Force.  It  le  not  proper  for 
the  Air  Force  to  dictate  to  the  school  district ,  to  the  City 
of  Great  Falls,  to  Cascade  County  how  they  ahould  go  about 
reacting  to  the  impacts  that  we  have  identified. 

Rather  It  is  their  prerogative  to  choae  how  they 
wiah  to  respond  and  than  after  that  particular  jurisdiction 
has  identified  its  re-  ones,  the  Air  Force  le  committed  to 
help  them  in  the  execution  of  that  response. 

That  concludes  my  prepmred  remarks.  Thank  you. 

00L.  BRISTOL i  Thank  you.  Col.  Mai  ah.  Before 
we  take  about  a  ten-minute  reoss  let  me  just  mention  two 
things  for  those  of  you  who  came  In  after  we  started. 
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1 

Fill  out  one  the  ccewnte  sheets,  as  this  will  be 

1 

taking  every  word  that's  spoken  tonight  by  anyone  and  making 

2 

the  only  record  of  your  having  participated  in  this  evening's 

2 

it  a  verbatim  part  of  tonight's  record,  ao  that  sha  can  get 

3 

hearing. 

3 

your  identity  for  the  record  so  that  it  will  be  clear  from 

4 

It's  really  rather  simple,  but  after  your  name  and 

4 

whom  we  have  received  the  particular  point. 

5 

if  you  are  representing  an  organization,  the  naae  of  that 

5 

And  finally,  just  to  remind  those  again  who  weren’t 

6 

organization  and  your  address.  Check  your  status  if  you  are 

6 

here  when  we  started,  the  whole  idea  of  this  and  the  whole 

7 

a  public  official  or  designated  representative  of  an 

7 

idea  of  the  law  that  provides  for  this  hearing  is  to  get  your 

8 

organization,  and  then  check  the  blocks  that  apply. 

8 

unique  perspective;  the  one  thing  that  we  can't  get  from 

» 

Do  you  want  to  ask  a  question?  There  is  a  block 

9 

experts  who  are  hired  to  come  in  and  look  at  it  and  come  up 

10 

check.  Do  you  wish  to  offer  verbal  comment#?  Another  block 

10 

with  assessments.  We  need  very  badly  your  perspective  about 

11 

to  check.  And  the  sane  for  a  written  statement  or  if  you 

11 

impacts  snd  anything  to  do  with  this  proposal. 

12 

desire  to  have  a  copy  of  the  EIS,  the  final  one,  mailed  to 

12 

And  without  that  perspective,  the  process  and  the 

13 

you. 

13 

decision-making  process  is  simply  incomplete.  And  so  once  we 

14 

Indicate  the  particular  subjects  which  your 

14 

have  all  of  this,  the  environmental  matters  considered,  the 

15 

comments  or  questions  might  want  to  address,  and  any  other 

15 

law  requires  that  the  people  who  make  decisions  about  whether 

16 

matters  that  you  wish  to  put  on  the  form.  Then  lay  it  on  the 

16 

and  to  what  extent  to  proceed  with  this  action  take  into 

17 

table  in  the  back  or  give  it  to  one  the  uniformed  personnel 

17 

serious  account  those  environmental  considerations. 

18 

that  you  see,  and  I  will  collect  them  and  use  them  to  call  on 

18 

So  let's  take  a  ten-minute  recess.  I  have  just 

19 

people  in  the  second  half  of  tonight's  hearing. 

19 

short  of  eight  o'clock.  And  let's  come  back  at  ten  minutes 

20 

Nhen  you  are  called  upon  we'll  have  a  microphone 

20 

after  8:00. 

21 

down  here  in  the  center  aisle.  Come  to  the  microphone  and 

21 

Thank  you. 

22 

state  very  clearly  and  slowly  your  full  name.  And  if  it's  a 

22 

23 

name  that  you  think  I  might  have  trouble  spelling  —  and 

23 

(Whereupon,  the  proceedings  were  held  in  recess  and 

24 

that's  probably  anything  other  than  Jones  or  Smith  or  Johnson 

00 

04 

24 

subsequently  reconvened,  and  the  following  proceedings  were 

25 

--  spell  it  clearly  so  our  court  reporter,  Becky  Doby,  who  is 

25 

entered  of  record:) 

> 
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1 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Pram  the  number  of  people  who 

1 

X  have  talked  to  a  great  deal  of  people  since  that 

2 

have  submitted  either  questions  or  statements,  I  sense  that 

2 

time,  and  most  of  them  are  in  agreement  that  they  are 

3 

we  are  going  to  have  to  really  keep  things  moving  and  make 

3 

basically  in  favor  of  better  jobs  and  everything,  wot  only 

4 

the  best  possible  use  of  time,  because  we  sort  of  run  out  of 

4 

that  — 

5 

the  use  of  this  facility  and  would  ordinarily  close  at  about 

5 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Hr.  Tucker,  I'm  sorry  to 

6 

ten  o'clock. 

6 

interrupt  but  1  know  we're  going  to  get  to  the  statement 

7 

So  one  of  the  things  I  am  going  to  ask  you  is  if 

7 

portion  in  a  bit.  If  you  could  just  ask  the  question  — 

8 

you  agree  or  disagree  with  sosieone's  position,  don't  shew  it 

8 

HR.  TUCKER:  I  have  a  statement  to  make  and 

9 

by  any  type  of  applause  or  any  other  manifestation  of 

9 

then  I'd  like  to  make  and  then  ask  some  questions. 

10 

agreement,  because  that  will  just  take  up  time  that  we  could 

10 

COL.  BRISTOL:  But  the  statement  portion  will 

11 

otherwise  use. 

11 

have  to  wait  until  the  next  portion  of  the  hearing.  That's 

12 

So  we'll  go  right  into  the  questions  first  of  all 

12 

the  point  I’m  trying  to  make. 

13 

and  then  when  we  conclude  them  go  into  the  statements. 

13 

NR.  TUCKER:  Okay.  The  questions  are  in  — 

14 

Remind  you  as  you  come  to  the  microphone  even 

14 

you  stated  last  time  that  you  would  —  the  80  percent  of  the 

15 

though  I  have  mentioned  name  in  calling  from  the  form  if  you 

15 

work  force  would  be  local  people,  and  that  it  was  bid  out 

16 

would  mention  your  name  and  spell  your  last  name  for  the 

16 

competitively  to  contractors  in  the  area. 

17 

record  before  you  commence  with  the  question  or  a  statement. 

17 

Now,  since  that  time  I  have  done  quite  quite  a  bi - 

18 

First  of  sll,  James  Tucker.  You  can  come  right 

18 

of  research.  We  checked  with  Cheyenne.  Wyoming  where  you 

19 

down  here  to  the  center  for  the  microphone. 

19 

built  ten  sites.  I  guess  you  just  completed  them  recently. 

20 

HR.  TUCKER:  I'm  James  R.  Tucker.  I  am  with 

20 

Labor  organizations  in  Cheyenne  state  that  80 

21 

the  Great  Falls  Building  Trades  and  International  Union  of 

21 

percent  of  the  contractors  were  out  of  state  with  70  to  80 

22 

Operating  Engineers. 

22 

percent  of  their  personnel  brought  in  with  them. 

23 

Col.  Walsh,  and  gentlemen,  I  made  a  statement  in 

23 

Now,  there  are  some  companies  here.  I  would  like 

24 

your  last  meeting.  We  are  in  support  of  your  missile  syrtem 

00 

24 

to  --  »y  question  is  I  would  like  to  know  h<*»  you  go  about 

25 

generally  as  laboring  people. 

25 

insuring  that  local  contractors  are  given  an  opportunity  to 

> 
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1 

compet itively  bid  on  this  work. 

1 

be  competitive  in  any  contract  bids  was  first  of  all  to 

2 

The  reason  I  ask  this  is  in  the  past  we  have  had 

2 

arrange  that  the  Corps  of  Engineers  to  package  the  bids  so 

3 

these  companies  —  and  we  researched  their  history,  they  have 

3 

that  local  contractors  would  have  first  of  all  the  bonding 

4 

been  -hat  we  called  ghost  companies.  They  have  established  a 

4 

capacity. 

5 

contractor’s  license  in  an  area  within  a  few  months  prior  to 

5 

Second,  the  office  associated  with  the  deployment 

6 

the  bid  letting  of  a  missile  project.  They  have  bid  the 

6 

of  the  Peacekaeper  missile  started  having  classes  for  the 

7 

project,  and  after  the  project  is  over  the  company  Just 

7 

local  contractors  to  teach  those  contractors  how  to  prepare  a 

8 

ceased  to  esist  and  nobody  ever  hears  anything  of  them  again. 

8 

bid  for  federal  work.  As  you  be  quite  aware  there  is  a  lot 

9 

X  would  like  to  give  you  names  of  a  few  companies  and  why  we 

9 

of  paperwork  that  goes  along  with  such  a  bid,  which  la 

10 

suspicion  that  maybe  this  is  not  a  competitively  bid  job  as 

10 

somewhat  intimidating  to  some  Ball  contractors. 

11 

you  think. 

11 

Since  the  time  of  that  effort,  we  have  had  a 

12 

western  State  — 

12 

monitoring  program  which  has  been  under  the  control  of  the 

13 

COL.  BRISTOL >  I’m  sorry.  I’m  really  not 

13 

State  of  Wyoming  in  looking  at  where  the  contractors  come 

14 

trying  to  be  impolite.  But  I  would  just  like  to  have  Col. 

14 

from,  both  for  the  prime  and  for  the  sub. 

15 

Walsh  answer  the  question  now  and  then  the  statement  portion 

15 

And  for  each  contractor  that  cornea  on  board,  we  do 

16 

of  what  you  have  to  say  I’ll  come  back  to  you  when  we  get 

16 

a  complete  inventory  of  their  people  to  find  out  where  they 

17 

into  the  statement  portion  and  I'll  permit  you  to  make  your 

17 

come  from.  Are  they  local,  are  they  from  the  local  union. 

18 

statement  at  that  time.  As  the  designated  representative  of 

18 

are  they  from  out  of  state,  where  are  they  living,  etcetera 

19 

your  organisation  you  will  have  five  minutes. 

19 

so  we  can  have  a  complete  picture  on  what  la  happening  in 

20 

MR.  TUCKER l  Oksy. 

20 

Wyoming  and  in  fact  compare  it  to  what  we  predicted  in  our 

21 

COL.  BRISTOL t  Col.  Walsh? 

21 

EIS. 

22 

LT.  COL.  WALSH i  Thank  you.  In  the  state  of 

22 

Through  this  particular  measure  of  monitoring,  we 

23 

Wyoming,  the  similar  concerns  were  raised  when  we  went 

23 

have  found  that  seven  of  the  15  prime  contractora  came  from 

24 

through  the  Environmental  Statement  process. 

00 

24 

the  state  of  Wyoming.  And  65,  or  50  percent  of  the 

25 

The  way  in  which  we  assisted  local  contractors  to 

25 

subcontractors  were  from  the  state  of  Wyoming. 

> 
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1 

Mow.  even  whan  the  contractor  was  from  out  of 

1 

area.  I  would  like  to  hear  tha  Air  Porce'a  specific 

2 

state,  we  found  that  he  still  had  a  high  tendency  just  to 

2 

proposals  for  assisting  local  governments  with  remedying  the 

3 

bring  in  his  key  personnel,  his  foremen,  etcetera  and  at  111 

3 

shortfalls. 

4 

could  do  the  bulk  of  the  hiring  from  the  local  union. 

4 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you. 

5 

And  through  again  our  monitoring  effort  which  again 

5 

MS.  HE I msar TWER t  And  if  you  are  going  to  tell 

6 

was  managed  by  the  State  of  Wyoming,  they  found  that  almost 

6 

me  that  you  don’t  know  what  the  proposals  are  yet,  I'd  Just 

7 

80  percent  of  those  jobs  were  satisfied  by  people  that  were 

7 

like  to  hear  some  ideas  of  wttat  you  could  do  or  would  do. 

8 

living  in  Wyoming  before  the  project  came  to  twn, 

8 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Col .  Walsh? 

9 

9 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  Thank  you  vary  much.  I  think 

10 

out  where  you  got  a  different  Information  and  so  we  can 

10 

tha  major  arts  of  concern  is  in  the  school  system  where  we 

compare  notes.  But  --  and  1  will  definitely  make  available 

11 

are  showing  a  substantial  shortfall.  And  that  shortfall 

12 

to  you  the  monitoring  reports  that  we  have  gotten  in 

12 

could  get  worse.  And  I  noted  in  my  presentation  if  the 

13 

conjunction  —  and  we  worked  vary  closaly  with  the  trade 

13 

housing  is  provided  by  for  instance  Section  801  federal 

14 

unions  within  Wyoming  to  assist  us  in  the  preparation  of  this 

14 

financing  in  lieu  of  military  family  housing. 

15 

documant.  So  it  surprises  me  that  we  should  have  two 

15 

We  Identified  that  the  shortfall  could  be  somewhere 

16 

contradictory  conclusions. 

16 

in  the  neighborhood  of  140.000  a  year  out  of  the  budget  $36 

17 

But  if  I  can  talk  to  you  afterwards  then  we  can  get 

17 

million. 

IB 

your  name  and  addrtss  and  then  get  back  with  you  with  the 

18 

We  also  Identified  there  are  several  problems 

19 

right  information. 

19 

associated  with  school  facilities.  And  we  also  identified 

20 

Thank  you. 

20 

several  measures  of  satisfying  that:  we  had  reopening 

21 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Becky  Heimgartnar. 

21 

schools,  building  a  new  school,  etcetera. 

22 

MS.  HEIMGARTWER:  My  name  is  Becky 

22 

Well,  first  of  all,  as  noted  In  my  speech,  it  la 

23 

Heimgartner.  1  am  employed  as  a  secretary  here  In  Great 

23 

the  prerogative  of  the  school  district  to  assume  or  to  decide 

24 

Palls. 

oo 

N 

24 

how  it  wishes  to  meet  our  needs.  As  you  may  have  noted,  we 

25 

My  question  has  to  do  with  the  public  finance 

c 

25 

identified  perhaps  reopening  of  schools  but  such  reopening  of 

e* 
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1 

schools  night  violate  the  pcesent  policy  in  the  Great  Palls 

1 

amount  of  what  it's  costing  the  school  district  to  educate 

2 

District  of  having  neighborhood  schools. 

2 

that  child. 

3 

An  alternative  for  that  would  be  to  build  a  new 

3 

In  this  particular  case,  for  a  high  school  student 

4 

school,  expand  the  Loy  Elementary  School  adjacent  to  the  base 

4 

I  believe  the  cost  is  about  $2100  a  year;  for  elementary 

5 

to  accomodate  the  additional  students. 

5 

student  about  $1600  a  year. 

6 

If  that  was  the  selected  route  by  the  school 

6 

But  it  would  be  up  to  the  school  district  working 

7 

district  then  we  would  do  a  similar  measure  to  what  we  did  in 

7 

with  the  Air  Force  to  make  appropriate  application  with  the 

8 

Wyoming,  where  we  provided  $4.8  million  to  the  school 

8 

Department  of  Education,  with  the  Air  Force  definitely 

9 

district  to  build  that  new  school. 

9 

supporting  the  effort  to  get  such  monies  provided. 

10 

The  other  area  of  concern  is  operating  costs. 

10 

An<?  again,  we  did  such  activities  in  Wyoming  and  we 

11 

Now,  presently  through  Public  Law  81-874,  there  is 

11 

were  successful.  I  see  no  reason  why  we  can't  do  the  same 

12 

a  certain  amount  of  money  that  goes  to  the  school  district  to 

12 

thing  in  Montana. 

13 

pay  in  some  small  part  for  the  education  of  the  military 

13 

Thank  you. 

14 

children. 

14 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Wilbur  Johnson. 

15 

The  sum  is  for  a  Type  A  student,  that  is  a  student 

15 

MR.  JOHNSON:  Good  evening.  My  name  is  Wilbur 

16 

actually  living  on  the  base  itself  the  State  gets 

16 

Johnson.  I  aa  a  member  of  Concerned  Citixens  Coalition. 

17 

approximately  830  odd  dollars  per  year. 

17 

Ny  question  is  geared  toward  the  temporary 

18 

for  a  student  of  a  person  that  lives  off  base  but 

18 

housing. 

19 

works  on  base,  that  sun  is  only  about  $30  a  year.  This  is  at 

19 

Do  you  think  that  it  is  accurate  to  unrnt  that  all 

20 

the  high  school  level.  I  won’t  go  through  all  the  figures 

20 

temporary  workers  will  be  living  in  motels  and  campgrounds 

21 

for  elementary.  I'm  juBt  giving  you  an  idea. 

21 

and  not  competing  for  rental  housing  in  Great  Palls? 

22 

However,  there  are  provisions  under  that  same  law 

22 

Thank  you. 

23 

that  if  the  increase  in  student  population  as  such  is  causing 

23 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you.  Nr.  Johnson. 

24 

severe  hardship  on  the  district  that  the  actual  stipends  that 

oo 

24 

LT.  COL.  WALSB:  in  our  analysis  of  this 

2S 

can  be  provided  can  be  increased  and  to  increase  to  the  full 

25 

particular  problem,  we  identified  that  over  80  percent  of  the 

CM 
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1 

work  the  construction  work  force  could  be  supplied  from  the 

1 

will  —  is  committed  to  providing  the  necessary  housing 

2 

local  area. 

2 

either  through  the  construction  of  military  family  housing 

3 

Accordingly,  we  would  see  a  very  small  immigration 

3 

units  as  identified  in  the  proposed  action,  or  providing 

4 

of  workers  during  the  construction  phase  face.  And  we  feel. 

4 

housing  through  other  federal  programs. 

5 

having  done  a  survey  of  the  available  housing  throughout  this 

5 

And  those  federal  programs  are  in  Law  98-115 

6 

particular  region,  that  —  and  also  of  the  hotels  and 

6 

Section  801-802,  where  the  Air  Force  is  given  permission  o 

7 

anticipated  vacancy  rates  —  that  there  is  ample  housing  and 

7 

have  guaranteed  rental  arrangements  or  lease  arrangements 

8 

hotel  hotels  available  to  satisfy  the  needs  of  not  only  the 

8 

with  private  entrepreneurs  who  built  the  housing  for  Air 

9 

work  force  coming  in  to  construct  the  small  ICBM  facilities 

9 

Force  personnel. 

10 

but  also  to  accomodate  the  immigration  associated  with  the 

10 

Thank  you  very  much. 

11 

air  refueling  wing. 

11 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Sue  Dickenson. 

12 

The  difficulty  starts  to  arise,  however,  when  you 

12 

MS.  DICKENSON:  I'm  Sue  Dickenson.  I'm 

13 

start  talking  about  the  operating  years  when  we  are  talking 

13 

married,  the  mother  of  three  teenage  children,  and  a 

14 

about  bringing  in  31  Air  Porce  --  3100  Air  Force  personnel. 

14 

housewife  and  a  substitute  teacher  in  the  Great  Falls  School 

15 

Then  when  you  Include  their  families,  that  number  goes  up  to 

15 

System. 

16 

almost  6,000  people. 

16 

A  couple  of  the  questions  I  have  were  prepared  by  a 

17 

That's  the  time  that  we  are  concerned  with  the 

17 

friend  who  is  not  here  this  evening  because  he  is  working. 

18 

ability  of  the  community  to  satisfy  the  needs  of  the  military 

18 

One  of  the  questions  is  this:  The  EIS  states  that 

19 

aa  well  as  satisfy  the  continuing  needs  of  the  community. 

19 

the  majority  of  construction  jobs  will  be  filled  by  local 

20 

And  that's  why  in  --  last  week  when  I  was  in 

20 

craftsmen. 

21 

Washington  talking  to  the  Deputy  secretary  of  the  Air  Force 

21 

will  the  jobs  be  filled  by  union  craftsmen?  Is 

22 

for  Installation  Safety  and  the  Environment,  he  made  it  very 

22 

there  any  part  that  the  Air  Force  would  have  to  do  with  the 

23 

plain  to  me  that  it  is  the  Air  Force  policy  that  if  housing 

23 

hiring  of  these  jobs  and  would  it  be  union  craftsawn? 

24 

is  not  available  in  the  area  or  if  the  private  sector  cannot 

OO 

CM 

24 

LT.  COL.  WALSB:  On  that  particular  question. 

25 

respond  to  the  needs  of  the  Air  Porce,  then  the  Air  Force 

1 

25 

ma'am,  I  don't  believe  we  have  an  answer  to  give  you 

> 
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tonight.  And  I  don't  want  to  inaccurate  make  it  for  the 

1 

to  comply  substantively  with  ell  of  those  provisions  in  any 

2 

record,  however. 

2 

reasonable  fashion  we  can. 

3 

NS.  DICKENSON:  Thank  you.  Another  question. 

3 

MS.  DICKENSON:  I  sec.  In  other  words,  it's  a 

* 

Mill  the  Air  Porce  abide  by  Montana's  state 

4 

question  of  federal  lew  or  the  U.S.  Constitution  being  the 

5 

licensing  laws  when  it  cornea  to  electrical  and  pluabing 

5 

supreme  lew  of  the  land  versus  the  state  laws  which  we  sake? 

6 

installations?  In  the  Great  Palls  Tribune  on  Friday  there 

6 

MAJOR  VAN  MESS:  I  believe  I  wish  I  would  have 

7 

was  an  article  concerning  the  difficulties  with  the 

7 

said  that. 

8 

construction  work  being  done  at  Conrad.  And  I  was  wondering 

S 

MS.  DICKENSON i  in  the  Tribune  in  that  Friday 

9 

if  the  Air  Force  would  then  in  the  Midgetaan  case  be  abiding 

9 

article  that  was  kind  of  the  meet  of  the  lawsuit  or  the 

10 

by  Hontana'r  licensing  lawa. 

10 

disagreement  there. 

11 

If.  COL.  MALSBi  2  would  ask  Major  Van  Ness, 

11 

Then  also,  why  will  the  unemployment  rate  rise 

12 

who  is  the  attorney  for  the  Air  Porce,  to  take  that 

12 

during  the  peek  of  construction  as  stated  in  the  eis? 

13 

particular  question. 

13 

LT.  COL.  MALSNr  You  are  talking  about  the 

14 

MAJOR  VAN  NESS i  I  don't  want  to  be 

14 

unemployment  rate  riming  in  the  peak  of  the  operational 

15 

disingenlous  with  you,  but  the  answer  is  not  an  easy  one. 

15 

years? 

16 

Me  intend  and  will  do  our  utmost  in  every  case  to 

16 

MS.  DICKENSON :  No.  During  the  construction 

17 

coaply  with  the  substantive  provisions  of  the  licensing  laws 

17 

phase. 

18 

in  any  standards  that  might  have  to  do  with  electrical 

18 

LT.  COL.  MALSBi  I  would  like  to  ask  Dr. 

19 

installation  or  what  have  you. 

19 

Mathur  on  our  team  from  Tstrs-Tsch  to  answer  that  question. 

20 

The  federal  governaent  is  not  in  a  position  where 

20 

MS.  DICKENSON:  Thank  you. 

21 

it  can  go  through  the  procedural  aspects  of  that  licensing 

21 

DR.  MATRON t  I  believe  the  unemployment  rate 

22 

law  where  the  way  the  Constitution  separates  authority  which 

22 

is  expected  to  rise  during  the  operations  phase.  It  is  at 

23 

states  and  the  authority  of  the  federal  government  we  cannot 

23 

the  decline  of  the  F#ak  year,  immediately  after  the  peak  year 

24 

subject  ourselves  to  the  licensing  procedures. 

oo 

e* 

24 

of  1996,  1997  when  we  are  showing  a  decline  —  an  increase  in 

25 

But  as  we  did  in  Myoming,  we  will  make  every  effort 

2S 

the  unemployment  rate. 

> 
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1 

That  is  —  because  st  that  time  construction  people 

1 

only  have  time  for  two  or  three  questions. 

2 

are  all  gone  and  operations  persons  are  coming  in.  And  with 

2 

MS.  DICKERSON:  That's  fine.  Thank  you. 

3 

the  operations  persons  not  of  dependents  of  the  military 

3 

COL.  BRISTOL]  Just  submit  that  in  written 

4 

people  come  in,  who  usually  have  a  higher  unemployment  rate. 

4 

down  to  me  before  the  close  of  the  evening  I  will  assure  thee 

5 

then  the  civilian  people  —  the  unemployment  rate  during  the 

5 

you  questions  will  be  answered  in  the  final  Environmental 

6 

operations  phase  will  be  a  little  higher.  Not  too  much,  but 

6 

Impact  Statement. 

7 

will  be  a  little  higher  during  the  construction  phase  when 

7 

Joel  Erickaon. 

a 

only  the  civilian  workers  are  empoyed. 

8 

NR.  ERICKSERi  Thank  you.  Col.  Bristol.  My 

9 

MS.  DICKENSON:  I  was  under  the  understanding 

9 

name  is  Joel  Erlcksen.  And  I  have  two  questions.  One  is 

10 

in  the  BIS  that  there  would  be  a  raise  in  the  unemployment 

10 

simple.  Mhat  is  the  total  construction  cost  of  the  proposed 

11 

rate  even  during  the  construction  phase. 

11 

action? 

12 

Am  I  Incorrect  there? 

12 

I  looked  through  the  EIS  statement  and  I  couldn't 

13 

LT.  COL.  MALSH:  Yes,  you  are  incorrect  in 

13 

find  a  figure. 

24 

that  aspect.  There  will  be  actually  a  decline  of  1  percent 

14 

LT.  COL.  MALSBi  The  total  construction  cost 

15 

in  the  unemployment  rate  during  the  construction  years. 

15 

is  about  81  billion  dollars,  approaches  $1  billion.  That 

16 

It's  only  in  the  projected  years  where  in  the  no 

16 

will  be  (inaudible)  monies. 

17 

action  alternative  the  unemployment  rate  with  no  outride 

17 

MR.  ERICKSEM:  This  is  the  total  construction 

18 

influence  would  go  down  to  approximately  6  percent.  But  with 

18 

for  the  road  — 

19 

the  project,  it  would  be  6.2  percent.  That  extra  2  percent 

19 

LT.  COL.  NALSH:  This  will  be  for  the 

20 

is  attributed  to  dependents  of  military  personnel  coming  into 

20 

modifications  to  the  launch  facilities,  upgrade  of  the  road 

21 

town,  looking  for  jobs,  ana  not  being  able  to  find  them. 

21 

system,  for  the  construction  of  personnel  support  facilities. 

22 

KRS.  DICKENSON i  I  see. 

22 

technical  facilities  and  training  facilities  at  Malmstram  Air 

23 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Mrs.  Dickenson,  I  am  going  to 

23 

rorce  Base. 

24 

ask  that  the  balance  of  your  question  be  submitted  for  the 

flo 

24 

NR.  ERICKS EN i  Thank  you.  Ths  second  question 

25 

record  because  of  the  numbers  of  people  that  have  asked  we 

25 

concerns  the  Impact  of  Individuals  and  families  on  fixed 

ew 
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1 

incomes.  I  an  assuming  that  as  more  people  came  to  town  and 

1 

consumer  prices,  have  you  addressed  that  in  the  statement?  I 

2 

are  earning  money  that  the  utility  costa  will  rise.  After 

2 

am  sure  those  would  increase,  too. 

3 

living  with  Montana  Power  and  Great  Palls  Gas  Company  that 

3 

DR.  NA1UR:  The  utility  prices  not  expected  to 

4 

has  been  my  feeling j  that  it  doesn't  take  much  for  the  rates 

4 

increase  because  there  is  sufficient  capacity  in  the  area  to 

5 

to  go  up.  I  would  expect  housing  costs  to  go  up  as  the 

5 

accomodate  all  the  increases  — 

6 

demand  rises,  and  the  consumer  prices  will  probably 

6 

MS.  ERICKSEN:  I  realise  the  capacities  are  in 

7 

increase. 

7 

good  shape.  But  I'm  talking  about  the  increased  demand.  And 

8 

I  looked  briefly  through  the  EIS  statement  and 

8 

as  demands  for  service  increase,  the  prices  generally 

9 

found  nothing  that  addressed  these  rising  costs  on  the  impact 

9 

increase,  too. 

10 

of  this  on  the  people  with  fixed  incomes. 

10 

DR.  HATUR:  Well  once  again,  the  demand  is  not 

11 

□id  it  address  the  problem?  And  if  so,  what  did  it 

11 

expected  to  increase  to  the  extent  that  there  would  be  a 

12 

find? 

12 

price  increase  required. 

13 

DR.  MATBUR*  Once  again,  the  prices  are  likely 

13 

We  have  probably  7600  additional  people  coming. 

14 

to  increase  for  housing  and  products  and  other  things  due  to 

14 

which  is  about  10  percent  of  the  Great  Palls  population. 

15 

the  operations  during  the  operations  phase  if  the  military 

15 

MR.  ERICKSEN:  Yes. 

16 

family  housing  is  not  provided  on  base.  Or  if  the  government 

16 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  In  expanding  on  that 

17 

is  not  providing  housing  through  other  federal  programs. 

17 

particular  answer,  generally  the  time  that  the  utility  prices 

18 

Because  then  we  are  indicating  in  the  EIS  that  the 

18 

will  go  up  if  there  is  no  influence  by  outside  help  such  as 

19 

private  sector  will  not  be  able  to  provide  all  housing  at  the 

19 

an  oil  crises  is  if  it  would  be  necessary  for  the  utility 

20 

price  which  Is  affordable  by  most  of  the  military  people. 

20 

companies  to  build  extra  facilities  to  support  needs. 

21 

And  since  many  of  these  people  will  be  at  the  lower  levels 

21 

In  this  particular  case  such  a  construction  will 

22 

they  not  be  able  to  afford  and  there  would  be  shortage  of  low 

22 

not  be  required,  so  in  fact  you'll  be  operating  existing 

23 

rental  —  or  of  units  where  —  which  you  can  rent  at  a  lower 

23 

facilities  at  a  nore  efficient  rate  and  in  fact  the  companies 

24 

rent. 

oo 

24 

will  be  actually  —  could  probably  lower  their  prices  per 

25 

MR.  ERICKSEN:  And  the  utilities  and  the 

25 

unit. 

CM 
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1 

MR.  ERICKSEN:  Thank  you. 

1 

sites  there  are  selected,  you  said  that  a  lot  of  then  would 

2 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Rowan  Ogden. 

2 

have  to  be  widened  and  improve  the  bridges,  the  culverts,  and 

3 

MR.  OGDEN:  My  name  is  Rowen  Ogden,  and  I’m 

3 

stuff. 

4 

one  of  the  landowners  of  one  of  these  missile  bases. 

4 

How  wide  do  these  roads  have  to  be  over  what  they 

5 

And  what  I  wondering  on  the  restrictive  easement  of 

5 

are  now?  Do  they  have  to  be  widened  or  just  improved? 

6 

around  1200  feet  within  about  300  feet  of  that  missile  site 

6 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  The  answer  to  that  question 

7 

is  our  private  road. 

7 

is  really  a  subject  of  the  negotiation  process  underway 

8 

Hill  that  have  to  be  moved? 

6 

between  the  Air  Porce  and  the  Pederal  Highway  Artainietration 

9 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  No.  The  road  will  not  have 

9 

and  the  State  Highway  Department. 

10 

to  be  moved.  The  only  thing  that  we  will  be  impacting  will 

10 

We  have  identified  the  needs  to  specifications  for 

11 

be  expanding  restrictive  easement  and  the  silos  would  be 

11 

our  vehicle  and  the  routes  most  interested  in.  The  State  is 

12 

inhabited  homes. 

12 

in  the  process  of  assessing  those  roads  and  they  will  be 

13 

All  farming  activities,  livestock  activities. 

13 

'coming  back  to  the  Air  Porce  in  a  November  time  frame  with 

14 

transportation  will  be  able  to  continue  as  they  are  right 

14 

their  proposal  on  what  would  be  the  appropriate  way  to 

15 

now. 

15 

satisfy  our  needs  and  also  look  after  the  interests  of  the 

16 

And  as  I  indicated  in  my  presentation,  there  are 

16 

people  of  Montana. 

17 

now  no  inhabited  hones  affected  by  this  particular  action. 

17 

In  certain  roadt,  it  may  be  necessary  to  widen  them 

18 

MR.  OGDEN:  No.  And  my  second  question  was  on 

18 

considerably  over  what  they  are  right  now.  Under  other 

19 

these  roads  getting  to  it  like  the  county  roads  or  highways 

19 

roads,  particularly  low  use  county  roads,  they  may  be  of 

20 

or  something,  you  said  they  more  than  likely  would  have  to  be 

2C 

sufficient  width  now  if  we  continue  our  activities  much  as  w* 

21 

widened. 

21 

move  the  Minuteman. 

22 

How  wide  would  roads  have  for  the  carrier? 

22 

However,  we  may  have  to  do  some  work  at 

23 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  Would  you  repeat  that. 

23 

intersections  to  accomodate  the  turning  radius  of  this 

24 

please. 

00 

24 

particular  vehicle. 

25 

MR.  OGDEN:  On  the  county  roads  getting  to  the 

"■s. 

25 

So  again,  I  can't  give  a  specific  answer.  It's 

I 
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1 

going  to  bt  on  i  road  by  rood  basis  and  also  looking  after 

1 

question  about  the  -- 

2 

ths  interests  of  ths  people  that  presently  use  that  road  and 

2 

MR.  HUMPHREY!  My  question  1st  Bow  many 

3 

will  be  subject  to  negotiation  process  between  the  Air  Force 

3 

accidents  and  how  aevare  have  those  accidents  been  in  the  Air 

4 

and  the  State  Blghway  Department. 

4 

Force’s  operational  history  of  the  Hinutman  missile  prograa 

5 

tut.  OGDeM i  Okay.  Thank  you. 

5 

involving  vehicles  carrying  nuclear  warheads  n  our  Montana 

6 

COL.  BRISTOL i  Col.  Jack  Moore. 

6 

roada? 

7 

COL.  MOORE i  Colonel*  X  have  no  specific 

7 

LT.  COL.  WALSH i  Over  the  entire  histoi.,  of 

8 

questions  at  this  tine.  Thank  you. 

. 

the  Hinuteaan  system,  which  extends  now  25  years,  there  hsv« 

9 

COL.  BRISTOL i  Thank  you,  sir.  Jim  Humphrey. 

9 

been  less  than  15  accidents  of  a  vehicle  carrying  a  nuclear 

10 

IOt.  HUMPHREY!  My  name  is  Jis  Huaphrty,  Jr. 

10 

warhead. 

11 

I'*  a  farmland  Manager. 

11 

Notice  in  none  of  those  instances  did  any  firs  or 

12 

I'd  like  to  start.  Col.  Bristol,  by  asking  a 

12 

explosion  occur. 

13 

question  concerning  the  safety  record  of  the  Hinutemsn 

13 

I  should  point  out  to  you  that  this  particular 

14 

Missile  prograM  with  respect  to  highway  accidents  by  vehicles 

14 

weapon  is  cart  lad  with  the  utaost  safety  to  insure  that 

15 

15 

nothing  will  happen. 

16 

And  I'm  not  sure  what  the  Military  jargon  is,  but  2 

16 

To  give  you  an  Ides  of  ths  risks  aasoclatad  with  a 

17 

believe  an  accident  involving  a  nuclear  warhead  of  this  sort 

17 

nuclear  weapon  brssking  open  there  was  an  incident  that 

18 

may  be  called  a  broken  arrow. 

18 

occurred  down  at  Titian  II  Mae  where  the  missile  actually 

19 

I  as  wondering  about  any  incidents  of  this  type 

19 

exploded  in  the  hole  and  the  tenantry  vehicle  was  shot 

20 

where  a  vehicle  carrying  a  nuclear  warhead  has  slipped  off 

20 

through  about  3  or  4  fast  of  concrtte.  And  evan  aftsr  going 

21 

the  icy  roads  in  the  winter  or  otherwise  been  involved  in  a 

21 

through  3  or  4  feet  of  concrete  the  casing  did  not  brsak 

22 

highway  accident  at  any  tiae  of  the  year  under  the  Hinuteaan 

22 

open. 

23 

prograa. 

23 

So  even  though  there  have  been  accidents,  there 

24 

COL.  BRISTOL!  Col.  Walsh? 

00 

N 

24 

have  been  no  risks  of  any  nuclear  sxplosion  or  firs 

25 

LT.  COL.  WALSH i  What  particularly  is  your 

25 

associated  with  those  accidents. 

re 
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1 

HR.  HUMPHREY!  Thank  you.  My  second  question 

1 

normally  l«m»  lavtl  false  alerts  concerning  a  nuclear  attack 

2 

1st  Has  the  United  States  Air  Force  or  the  United  States 

2 

during  ths  period  1979  to  1980.  However  a  nmber  of  these 

3 

government  in  any  way  officially  considered  or  even 

3 

low  level  —  of  these  3,000  alerts  turned  out  to  be  quite 

4 

conteaplated  deploying  aore  than  the  250  Nidge taan  aissiles 

4 

deceiving  and  cams  dangerously  close  to  being  mistaken  for 

5 

aantioned  under  the  option  of  the  aost  aissiles  in  the 

5 

the  start  of  a  nuclear  war. 

8 

Environaentsl  Impact  Statement? 

6 

My  question  isi  As  w«  look  at  the  future,  is  it 

7 

LT.  COL.  WALSH >  In  the  Environmental  lapact 

7 

not  highly  probable  that  futurs  false  alerts  will 

8 

Statement  we  aleo  had  the  option  for  the  deployaent  of  250 

8 

periodically  result  in  Hidgetman  missiles  roaring  out  of 

9 

aissiles  at  Mslastrom  Air  Fores  Base.  That  was  included  in 

9 

their  silos  and  racing  across  our  Montana  countrywide? 

10 

the  analysis. 

10 

LT.  COL.  WALSH i  The  full  details  to  answer 

11 

11 

you  question  I  cannot  provide  tonight.  And  I  will  make  it 

12 

deployed  as  I  indicated  in  ay  presentation,  that  Is  entirely 

12. 

for  the  record. 

13 

subject  to  the  threat  and  the  ongoing  eras  negotiations. 

13 

However,  I  can  stats  that  the  verification 

14 

MR.  HUMPHREY:  So  the  answer  is  there  has  been 

14 

proceases  prior  to  any  action  being  taken  that  before  these 

15 

some  official  consideration  of  deploying  aore  than  250 

15 

vehicles  would  move  off  the  site.  But  any  damage  that  would 

16 

Mldgetasn  aissilss  in  Great  Fells? 

16 

be  caused  in  we  should  have  a  false  movement  —  which  would 

17 

LT.  COL.  WALSH i  No.  The  answer  is  we  have 

17 

be  very  unlikely  —  would  recompensed  by  the  Ait  Pocce. 

18 

considered  200  and  we  have  considered  250.  They  were  the 

18 

HR.  HUMPHREY !  My  next  question  — 

19 

alternatives  considered.  They  were  the  only  alternatives 

19 

COL.  BRISTOL!  Sir?  I  urn  sorry.  I  am  going 

20 

that  were  considered  as  far  as  the  nueiber  of  aissiles  to  be 

20 

to  have  to  ask  you  to  submit  the  balance  for  the  record  or 

21 

deployed. 

21 

after  w*  have  concluded  the  statements  if  we  have  time 

22 

MX.  HUMPHREY i  Thanks.  My  third  question  is 

22 

available  I’ll  come  beck  to  you.  I  note  that  you  are  also 

23 

one  that  concerns  false  nuclear  alerts. 

23 

desiring  to  mska  a  statement.  I  just  got  together  about 

24 

According  to  the  Huclear  Alasnsc,  which  is  book 

00 

re 

24 

seven  more  of  these  and  I’va  got  15  minutes  to  do  it. 

25 

compiled  by  faculty  members  of  MIT.  in  1984  there  were  3,703 

i 

re 

25 

rn.  HUMPHREY  1  All  right. 
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1 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you.  Zarina  Jackson. 

1 

couple  of  years  in  performing  work  in  Montana  working  for  the 

2 

MS.  JACKSON:  My  firat  question  is  why  wasn’t 

2 

likes  of  Anaconda  Mining  Company,  for  the  U.s.  Geologic 

3 

a  Montana  firm  chosen  to  compile  the  EIS  or  the  draft  EIS? 

3 

Survey,  for  the  Environmental  Protection  Agency. 

4 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  In  the  preparation  of  the 

4 

Furthermore,  we  recognized  the  importance  of  the 

5 

EIS,  the  Air  Porce  actually  and  the  Air  Force  Regional  Civil 

5 

people  of  Montana  being  intimately  involved  in  the 

6 

Engineering  in  particular  has  many  environmental  assessments 

6 

preparation  of  the  doctaent  and  the  Tetra-Tech  hired 

7 

EISs  underway. 

7 

subcontractors,  a  considerable  number  of  Montana  firms,  to 

8 

Several  years  ago,  we  put  out  a  competitive  bid  for 

8 

assist  in  the  preparation  of  this  document. 

9 

a  contractor  that  would  have  capabilities  to  do  a  competent 

9 

MS.  JACKSON:  The  list  of  preparers  that’s  at 

10 

EIS  anywhere  within  the  country.  There  were  many  companies 

10 

the  end  of  the  EIS,  does  that  reflect  Montana  people  as 

11 

that  competed  from  all  over  the  United  States  for  this 

11 

well? 

12 

particular  contract. 

12 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  I  can't  state  that  for  sure. 

13 

We  felt  after  this  competition  was  over  that 

13 

But  let  me  give  you  an  idea  of  the  Montana  companies  that  are 

14 

Tetra-Tech  was  the  most  qualified  to  give  the  Air  Force  the 

14 

working  for  us. 

IS 

quality  docunent  that  we  were  looking  for. 

15 

We  have  F-Know  science  out  of  Billings;  we  have  the 

16 

MS.  JACKSON:  I  see. 

16 

Historic  Research  Inatitute  out  of  Missoula;  we  have  the 

17 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  Now,  I  know  that  one  of  the 

17 

Montana  Natural  Heritage  Program  out  of  Helena;  we  have  the 

18 

big  concerns  that  people  have  is  how  is  It  that  a  company 

18 

Morr iaon-Knutaon  Engineers  out  of  Boise;  and  we  have  Western 

19 

that  has  its  headquarters  in  another  state  can  come  in  and 

19 

Technology  Engineering  out  of  Helena. 

20 

tell  the  people  of  Montana  what  their  problems  are  and  what 

20 

MS.  JACKSON:  Thank  you.  My  next  question 

21 

the  solutions  are. 

21 

is:  Can  you  tell  ua  how  the  miaaile  is  intended  to  be 

22 

MS.  JACKSON:  That’s  not  my  concern,  by  the 

22 

launched;  perhaps  slowly,  because  I  don't  know  that  I  am 

23 

way. 

23 

particularly  familiar  with  terms. 

24 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  Well,  the  answer  is  that 

00 

\ 

24 

Particularly  I  am  wondering,  can  it  survive  the 

25 

Tetra-Tech  has  had  considerable  experience  over  the  last 

25 

what,  1  to  10,000  warheads  that  would  come  at  it  in  a  firat 

eli 
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1 

strike?  And  is  it  assumed  that  the  crew  dies? 

1 

operate  is  upon  notif icatio'-  and  verification  of  a  Soviet 

2 

I  knew  the  crew  isn't  launching  it,  but  is  it 

2 

attack  on  this  particular  country.  A  notice  from  the 

3 

assumed  that  the  crew  dies?  And  how  long  does  it  take  to 

3 

National  Command  Authority  would  alert  all  the  drivers  to  go 

4 

launch  it? 

4 

to  their  vehicles  and  to  drive  them  to  designated  launch 

5 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  You  are  asking  for  a  rather 

5 

areas. 

6 

lengthy  explanation,  and  I'll  try  to  make  it  as  concise  as 

6 

The  time  that  they  will  be  driving  could  vary  from 

7 

possible. 

7 

a  couple  of  minutes  to  the  entire  25  minute  period,  at  which 

8 

MS.  JACKSON:  Thank  you. 

8 

time  each  vehicle  will  harden. 

9 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  First  of  all,  in  this  program 

9 

Now,  the  Soviets  do  not  know  where  those  vehicles 

10 

the  intent  of  the  Congress  is  to  have  a  system  that  through 

10 

might  be.  They  could  be  anywhere  within  a  8,000  square  mile 

11 

its  mobility  can  insure  its  survivability. 

11 

area . 

12 

In  other  words,  since  it  is  mobile,  the  Soviets  not 

12 

At  which  time  it  hardens  we  —  the  tractors  will  be 

13 

be  able  to  precisely  pinpoint  the  location  of  the  vehicle  and 

13 

disconnected  and  the  drivers  would  leave. 

14 

therefore  not  be  able  to  attack  it  effectively  or 

14 

Now,  one  of  the  concerns  of  many  people  is  that  we 

15 

efficiently. 

15 

might  launch  before  we  actually  were  attacked. 

16 

Because  of  this,  the  Soviets  cannot  be  assured  that 

16 

In  this  particular  case,  we  can  Insure  that  we 

17 

they  will  kill  each  vehicle.  Knowing  this,  and  knowing  that 

17 

could  survive  an  attack  and  still  have  --  be  able  to 

18 

there  is  a  high  potential  for  this  vehicle  to  survive  any 

IB 

respond.  In  this  particular  case,  having  survived  the 

19 

attack  that  they  might  wish  to  launch,  and  having  survived, 

19 

attack,  the  president  can  make  a  decision  on  how  he  wishes  to 

20 

that  it  can  inflict  unacceptable  damage  on  the  Soviet  Union, 

20 

respond  to  the  Soviet  attack.  He  is  not  forced  into  making  a 

21 

a  Soviet  leader  would  not  wish  to  attack  in  the  first  place. 

21 

decision  in  a  hurried  manner. 

22 

Now,  that  is  the  basic  premise  of  thi6  particular 

22 

Thank  you. 

23 

system;  a  deterrence. 

23 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Ne’re  goinq  to  have  to  move  on 

24 

Now,  in  achieving  deterrence,  we  have  to 

00 

N 

24 

to  the  next  — 

25 

demonstrate  the  capability.  The  way  the  system  will  actually 

25 

MS.  JACKSON:  Except  he  just  didn’t  answer  is 
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1 

It  assiaaed  that  the  craw  dies?  I'a  curious  about  that. 

1 

of  the  mitigations  that  we  offer  for  the  various  impacts 

2 

COL.  BR18TOL:  I  think  what  he  Indicated  was 

2 

identified  seme  of  the*  are  aaybe  even  contradictory.  And  ao 

3 

that  the  crew  departs  the  scene  and  the  vehicle  itself  stays 

3 

it  la  difficult  at  this  time  to  make  a  coaaitaent  for  any  one 

4 

and  someone  from  another  location  pulls  triggers  if  triggers 

4 

of  them  until  the  appropriate  jurisdiction  decided  which  wish 

5 

are  going  to  be  pulled. 

5 

to  iapleaent. 

6 

MS.  JACKSON:  That's  after  a  first  strike  by 

6 

To  give  same  examples  repeating  seme  things  said  I 

7 

the  Soviet  Onion  the  crew  leaves  through  radiation  — 

7 

said  earlier  does  the  school  district  wish  to  build  new 

S 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  The  crew  vehicle  is  protected 

8 

schools,  does  it  wish  to  cehsb  sn  old  school,  does  it  wish  to 

9 

fro*  a  certain  amount  of  radiation  and  blast. 

9 

go  to  bussing,  etcetera. 

10 

NS.  JACKSON:  Thank  you. 

10 

So  what  we  have  to  do  is,  having  identified  the 

11 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Hill  Crough. 

11 

problems  with  the  BIS,  now  we  arc  in  a  position  to  start 

12 

HR.  CRCOQH :  I'a  a  husband,  father  and 

12 

making  Intel ligant  decialona  hand  in  hand  with  the  local 

13 

carpenter  froa  Great  Palls. 

13 

jurisdiction  for  the  best  way  to  meet  the  needs  of  the  Air 

14 

In  ay  original  question  back  in  the  scoping 

14 

Porce  as  wall  aa  the  needs  of  local  people. 

15 

hearings  back  in  March  I  asked  for  acae  specific  ccaaitaent 

15 

And  we  have  made  a  commitment  that  having  aada  that 

16 

froa  the  Air  Porce  concerning  aitigation  aonies  both  for 

16 

side  that  decision  that  we  can  work  with  them  to  effect  that 

17 

public  finance  and  for  schools. 

17 

decision  with  the  —  any  costs  above  and  beyond  normal  costa 

18 

1  hear  Col.  Welsh  here  now  saying  that  the  Air 

18 

being  borne  by  the  Air  Force. 

19 

Porce  has  Bade  the  ccaaitaent,  but  in  the  draft  EIS  what  you 

19 

HR.  CROUGH:  Okay.  And  the  second  part  is 

20 

see  is  aaybe  aceie  of  the  mitigation  say  be  carried  through, 

20 

back  in  Harch  at  the  original  scoping  hearings  there  was  no 

21 

all,  or  none. 

21 

mention  whatsoever  of  an  HX  being  deployed  here. 

22 

I'd  like  to  ask  Col.  Walsh  —  part  of  ay  first 

22 

And  all  of  a  sudden  we  get  the  DEIS  and  we  are 

23 

question  is  what  is  the  coaaitaent  of  the  Air  Porce  if  all, 

23 

talking  about  HX  deployment. 

24 

soae,  or  none? 

eo 

N 

24 

Bow  many  missiles,  how  many  warheads,  pleaae? 

25 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  Well,  you  will  note  in  some 

25 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  I  believe  at  the  scoping 

ce 
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1 

meetings  I  did  in  ay  presentation  identify  the  possibility  of 

1 

You  recall  the  questions  I  had  at  the  Herch  meeting 

2 

the  MX.  That  announceaent  was  Bade  by  the  president  I 

2 

regarding  the  land  use.  And  there  were  two  things  that 

3 

believe  in  February  that  Halastraa  was  a  consideration. 

3 

puxsled  me  in  your  statement  here. 

4 

And  ao  throughout  ay  scoping  process  we  have  had  a 

4 

One  had  to  deal  with  construction  of  use  of  land 

5 

look  at  what  the  implications  are  of  the  cunulative  Impacts 

5 

section  4  during  the  construction  phase  a  total  of  300  acres 

6 

of  HX  and  the  small  I CBN  together. 

6 

of  land  will  ba  disturbed  only  160  acres  taken  permanently 

7 

If  the  HX  or  Peacekeeper  were  be  stationed  at 

7 

out  of  agricultural  land  use. 

8 

Halastroa  Air  Porce  Base  the  concept  at  this  particular  time 

8 

Then  further  in  the  section  you  talk  about  760 

9 

envisions  four  trains,  each  train  consisting  of  a  minimi*  of 

9 

acr*s  being  used.  And  it's  on  Page  4-153.  In  the  explosive 

10 

seven  cars,  two  of  which  will  be  carrying  Peacekeeper 

10 

tone  area,  with  the  conclusion  that  this  would  not  be 

11 

Missiles.  They  will  be  actually  stationed  and  garrisoned  on 

11 

considered  sn  irreversible  or  irretrievable  commitment  of 

12 

Halastroa  Air  Porce  Base  Itself  and  would  leave  Halmstroa  Air 

12 

land. 

13 

Porce  only  under  strategic  warning. 

13 

So  I  want  to  knew,  did  this  include  all  the  acreage 

14 

HR.  CROUCH:  80  warheads? 

14 

disturbed?  Did  it  include  the  widening  of  the  roads?  And  at 

15 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  Ho.  40. 

15 

the  end  of  the  project  who's  going  to  pick  up  the  cement  and 

16 

HR.  CROUGH:  Thank  you. 

16 

steel  and  gravel? 

17 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  Sorry,  eight. 

17 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  I'll  aak  Ha jot  Van  Ness  to 

18 

COL.  BRISTOL:  I  think  you  would  say  80 

18 

answer  that  question. 

19 

warheads,  Colonel? 

19 

HAJOR  VAN  NESS:  Let  answer  for  you  the 

20 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  It's  been  a  long  time  since  I 

20 

discrepency  in  the  acreage.  I  think  it  comes  from  the  fact 

21 

have  been  in  engineering  school. 

21 

that  we  are  referring  in  one  portion  of  the  document  to  the 

22 

COL.  BRISTOL:  I  think  80  is  right.  Ray 

22 

portion  of  land  that  night  be  actually  physically  disturbed. 

23 

Jergeson? 

23 

And  in  addition  to  that  portion  that  we  need  to 

24 

HR.  JERGESON:  Thank  you.  Hy  name  is  Ray 

24 

acquire  (inaudible)  actually  owned  and  that  would  be  the  land 

25 

Jergeson. 

3 

** 

25 

that  we  —  where  we  actually  expand  or  modify  the  launch 

1 

N 
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1 

facility. 

1 

amount  of  traffic  goes  down. 

2 

The  second  reference  is  to  the  amount  of  acreage  to 

2 

But  in  the  areas  immediately  outside  of  Great 

3 

which  be  included  in  the  expanded  safety  zones.  The  Air 

3 

Palls,  you  might  see  an  additional  230  to  270  vehicle 

4 

Force  need  not  acquire  a  fee  interest  for  the  easement  or 

4 

movements  per  day. 

5 

safety  zones.  We  need  to  simply  acquire  an  easement. 

5 

Now,  most  of  these  movements  will  be  trucks  and 

6 

And  the  present  landowner  will  be  permitted  to  do 

6 

cars  similar  to  yours,  and  usually  are  required  to  drive  at 

7 

virtually  everything  he  presently  does  within  that  easement. 

7 

speeds  exceeding  no  more  than  55  miles  per  hour. 

e 

That  is.  the  only  restriction  that  we  will  have  is  we  will 

8 

As  indicated  earlier,  there  will  be  movement  once 

9 

prevent  the  construction  of  an  inhabited  building;  a  home 

9 

per  year  at  this  particular  time  it's  been  estimated  of  the 

10 

within  that  expanded  easement. 

10 

Hard  Mobile  Launcher  back  to  the  main  operating  base  for 

11 

Beyond  that*  the  landowner  will  be  permitted  to 

11 

major  maintenance.  So  therefore  you  could  expect  about  400 

12 

ranch,  farm,  whatever  else  he  is  presently  doing  at  time. 

12 

movements  per  year;  again,  not  in  one  concentrated  area,  but 

13 

So  I  think  that's  where  that  discrepancy  cones. 

13 

spread  throughout  the  entire  area. 

14 

HR.  JERGESON:  Thank  you.  My  second  question 

14 

But  as  they  come  in  or  funnel  in  you  esn  expect  the 

15 

has  to  do  with  visual  impact  on  resources. 

15 

major  impacts  to  be  on  the  roads  immediately  east  of  the 

16 

Did  I  miBs  something,  or  is  there  no  consideration 

16 

Great  Falls  and  of  course  immediately  north  on  1-15. 

17 

here  for  visual  impact  of  one  of  these  mobile  vehicles  coming 

17 

Ne  identified  in  the  EIS  seme  lowering  of  the  level 

18 

down  a  county  road  at  me? 

18 

of  service  associated  with  this  increased  traffic.  Now,  when 

19 

LT.  COL.  WALSH :  In  our  analysis  of 

19 

we  talk  the  level  of  service  that  encompasses  a  lot  of  things 

20 

transportation  we  identified  additional  traffic  on  the 

20 

including  safety,  driver  ccmfort,  maneuverability,  speed. 

21 

various  road  segments.  And  I  think  the  areas  that  were  most 

21 

etcetera. 

22 

impacted  were  of  course  the  area  just  east  of  Great  Falls  on 

22 

And  it  is  our  opinion  that  the  level  of  service 

23 

U.S.  87/89  and  of  course  on  the  Interstate  15. 

23 

would  drop  from  an  A  which  it  is  presently  to  a  B,  which  is 

24 

As  you  go  farther  out  in  the  missile  field  and  the 

00 

es 

24 

presently  about  —  which  means  that  there  will  be  same 

25 

passages  of  cars  would  be  taking  off  to  various  silos  —  the 

c 

25 

slow-down  of  the  traffic.  Plus  you  will  have  those  isolated 

e* 
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1 

cases  of  queuing  behind  the  vehicles. 

1 

survive  and  inflict  unacceptable  damage  on  the  Soviet  Union, 

2 

Now,  that's  the  problem  that  we  have  presented  to 

2 

we  trust  that  the  Soviets  would  never  attack  in  the  first 

3 

the  State.  Now,  the  State  needs  to  come  back  to  us  with  how 

3 

place. 

4 

they  wish  to  accomodate  on  these  --  well,  first  of  all  for 

4 

MR.  JERGESON:  Thank  you. 

5 

transport  and  also  to  continue  looking  after  the  safety  of 

5 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Jim  Eagen.  And  I’m  going  to 

6 

people  of  Montana  who  likewise  are  using  those  roads. 

6 

read —  I  have  three  others  I'm  going  to  read  the  names  off  so 

7 

They  may  —  there  is  various  options  the  State  may 

7 

you  can  position  yourselves  closer  to  the  microphone. 

e 

wish  to  exercise,  including  widening  the  road,  having 

8 

Marie  Schreiber  will  be  next,  then  Wilbur  Johnson 

9 

layovers  for  the  big  vehicles  to  pull  over  when  there’s  a 

9 

and  Rowen  Ogden. 

10 

large  queu  behind,  maybe  even  putting  in  an  extra  lane. 

10 

And  then  we’ll  go  into  statements.  I'll  allow  one 

11 

The  option  is  up  to  the  State  and  then  we  will  go 

11 

question  each  and  the  balance  can  be  addressed  during  the 

12 

and  negotiate  with  them  as  to  the  appropriate  response. 

12 

portion  of  time  for  the  statements. 

13 

MR.  CROUGH:  Thank  you.  And  my  final  question 

13 

Go  ahead,  sir. 

14 

is  has  Tetra-Tech,  the  company  that  prepared  this  document. 

14 

MR.  EAGEN:  Jim  Eagen.  My  question  is:  Has 

15 

been  asked  to  prepare  a  similar  statement;  that  is  an 

15 

the  Air  Force  allowed  or  the  goverrsnent  allowed  for  a 

16 

Environmental  Impact  Statement  in  the  case  of  a  launch  of  one 

16 

mid-term  cancellation  of  this  project  that  we  saw  in  1972 

17 

or  all  of  these  weapons? 

17 

where  the  ICBMs  were  cancelled  with  many  millions  of  dollars 

18 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  In  this  particular  case,  the 

18 

worth  of  concrete,  metal  buildings,  iron  left  abandoned  in 

19 

Congress  has  directed  the  Air  Force  in  very  unambiquout 

19 

the  fields,  along  with  a  lot  of  peoples’  energy,  time,  and 

20 

language  to  prepare  an  EIS  that  considers  the  deployment  and 

20 

money  spent  looking  forward  to  seven  or  eight  years  of 

21 

peacetime  operation  of  the  system. 

21 

prosperity  and  all  of  a  sudden  it's  done?  What  would  the  Air 

22 

It  should  be  noted  that  the  prime  purpose  of  this 

22 

Force  do  in  that  event? 

23 

particular  system  is  to  assure  deterrents  to  be  survivable 

23 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  As  far  as  the  EIS  is 

24 

through  any  Soviet  attack. 

00 

24 

concerned  right  now,  we  are  having  to  look  at  what  the 

25 

However,  by  demonstrating  that  capability  to 

25 

current  direction  of  both  the  Congress  and  executive  branch 
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of  government  isj  that  is  to  deploy  the  200  or  250  missiles 

2 

at  Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base. 

3 

However,  as  you  note  or  should  note,  the  Congress 

4 

each  year  has  the  opportunity  to  review  the  program  and 

5 

through  the  Appropriation  Authorization  Act,  may  change  the 

6 

action  that  we  are  undertaking.  And  of  course  we  have  no 

7 

control  over  that. 

6 

But  should  at  such  time  later  the  Congress  elect  to 

9 

go  some  other  route,  then  the  Air  Porce  will  have  to  make  an 

10 

assessment  at  that  tine,  and  we  may  be  required  to  provide 

11 

another  Environmental  Impact  Statement  to  identify  the 

12 

consequences  associated  with  that  action. 

13 

And  in  accomplishing  that  EIS,  to  identify 

14 

mitigative  measures  to  reduce  the  impacts  upon  the  local 

15 

community  because  of  that  action. 

16 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Marie  Schreibet. 

17  ! 

MS.  SCHREIBERi  Yes.  Gentlemen,  I  have  two 

18 

questions.  The  first  one  is  a  yes  or  no,  and  the  second  Is  a 

19 

follow-up  if  you  will  allcw  me. 

20 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Go  ahead. 

21 

MS.  SCHREIBER:  Would  military  personnel  be 

22 

eligible  for  HUD  subsidized  programs  such  as  scattered  site 

23 

like  Section  8  existing  of  Section  8  Mod  Rehab  or  public 

24 

housing  such  aa  Parkdale? 

00 

25 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  The  answer  to  the  question  is 

CM 
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1  yes,  they  are  eligible  when  they  fulfill  with  th« 

2  requirements.  However,  they  do  not  h*ve  any  precedence  m 

3  getting  on  the  waiting  list. 

4  However,  aa  I  noted  in  ay  presentation,  if  we  got 

5  to  that  situation,  we  would  be  looking  for  other  federal 

6  programs  such  as  601-602  to  take  care  of  the  ailitary  needs 

7  rather  than  imposing  a  further  burden  on  the  section  6 
6  housing  in  the  local  area. 

9  MS.  SCHREIBER:  Then  the  other  one,  because  it 

10  does  have  to  do  with  the  —  what  you  said  in  the  beginning 

11  about  the  Air  Force  would  cover  the  housing  overflow  that  the 

12  community  wouldn't  be  able  to  handle. 

13  The  Air  Force  would  cover  that?  Is  that  what  you 

14  said? 

15  LT.  COL.  WALSH:  That  is  the  Air  Force 

16  policy.  We  look  to  see  what  the  local  community  can 

17  provide. 

18  Now,  at  the  present  time  we  looked  at  the  impact  of 

19  the  area  the  refueling  wing  coming  to  Malmstrom  would  be  and 

20  in  this  particular  case  there  is  more  than  adequate  housing 

21  available  to  satisfy  the  needs  of  700  people  associated  with 

22  that  particular  system. 

23  However,  when  you  superimpose  upon  that  the  7,600 

24  to  8,000  that  would  be  coming  in  for  the  small  I  CBN  program, 

25  that  is  well  beyond  the  available  housing  or  that  imposes  — 
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1 

the  private  sector  not  be  able  to  respond  to  the  requirements 

2 

imposed  by  that  immigration. 

3 

Accordingly,  the  Air  Force  would  either  have  to 

4 

provide  military  family  housing  units  constructed  adjacent  to 

5  i 

the  base  or  provide  housing  through  the  various  other  public 

6 

laws  such  as  Section  801  or  802  type  housing. 

7 

MS.  SCHREIBERi  My  second  question,  hasn't  the 

8 

government  cut  or  the  Congress  cut  subsidies  for  or 

9 

appropriations  for  military  housing?  Wouldn’t  those  cuts 

10 

have  an  effect  on  that? 

11 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  In  the  recent  year6.  the 

12 

Congress  has  shown  a  preference  to  go  to  801  and  802  housing 

13 

in  lieu  of  military  family  housing.  Yes,  that  is  correct. 

14 

But  they  have  provided  the  housing  for  the  military 

15 

through  one  federal  program  or  another.  Their  preference 

16 

right  now  seems  to  be  801-802. 

17 

MS.  SCHREIBER:  Thank  you. 

18 

COL.  BRISTOL:  I  misspoke  earlier.  The  other 

19 

two  gentlemen  whose  names  I  mentioned  had  already  asked  the 

20 

questions  and  I  Just  had  gotten  to  the  bottom  of  the  pile. 

21 

So  now  we're  going  to  transfer  to  the  comments  or 

22 

statement  portion  of  the  hearing.  Gonna  start  out  with 

23 

public  officials  and  then  designated  representatives  of 

00 

24 

private  organizations,  each  of  which  will  have  five  minutes 

N 

*■««, 

25 

to  make  a  statement,  and  then  we'll  follow  with  private 

1 

N 

> 
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1  citisens  who  will  have  three  minutes.  Statements  can  also  be 

2  submitted  for  the  record,  or  if  you  have  a  written  statement, 

3  it's  your  option  to  either  just  submit  it  for  the  record  or 

4  read  a  portion  of  It  and  submit  the  balance  for  the  record. 

5  And  first  of  all,  it  is  my  pleasure  to  call  upon 

6  the  Mayor  of  the  City  of  Great  Falls,  the  Honorable  Roger  L. 

7  Anderson.  Mayor  Anderson? 

8  MAYOR  ANDERSON:  Thank  you  very  much.  Good 

9  evening.  Col.  Walsh.  It's  a  pleasure  to  be  here  this  evening 

10  on  behalf  of  the  the  City  of  Great  Falls  and  on  behalf  of  the 

11  Great  Falls  City  Commission. 

12  I  am  pleased  to  tell  you  as  1  did  during  the 

13  Bcoping  hearings  that  the  City  Commission  of  the  City  of 

14  Great  Falls  is  totally  in  support  of  the  Midgetman  missile 

15  program. 

16  We  were  very  pleased  that  this  is  a  very  important 

17  part  of  your  strategic  defenses  for  our  country  and  is  the 

18  number  one  priority.  We  also  are  very  pleased  that  it  will 

19  have  such  a  great  economic  impact  on  the  City  of  Great  Falls, 

20  supplying  those  3100  jobs  and  over  6,000  new  people  to  the 

21  City  of  Great  Falls  and  over  51  billion  in  conatruction  and 

22  economic  impact  to  our  community.  This  is  juat  one  of  the 

23  things  that  is  exciting  about  this  program. 

24  The  second  exciting  thing  is  the  ripple  effect  that 

25  this  program  will  have  for  the  City  of  Great  Falls  of  private 
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enterprise  moving  into  this  part  of  the  country,  moving  into 

1 

participation  and  presence  tonight. 

2 

Gteac  Falla  find  providing  more  jobs. 

2 

Next  I  have  Jerry  Neast,  who  is  the  Superintendent 

3 

So  we  were  very  pleased  that  President  Reagan  haa 

3 

of  Public  Schools  of  Great  Falls. 

chosen  Halm-itrom  Air  Porce  Base  for  the  initial  deployment  of 

4 

Nr.  Neast? 

5 

the  Nidgetman  missile  and  we're  very  pleased  to  have 

5 

HR.  NEAST:  Thank  you,  Col.  Bristol.  I  too 

6 

Nalmstrom  Air  Force  Base  within  our  community  providing 

6 

wil'  i-  ^rief. 

7 

defenses  for  our  country. 

7 

I  want  to  thank  you  Col.  Mai  ah  and  Tetra-Tech  for 

8 

Thank  you  very  much. 

6 

their  cooperative  efforts  with  the  school  system  over  the 

9 

LT.  COL .  WALSH:  Thank  you,  sir. 

9 

last  eral  months  to  help  work  out  the  mitigations  for  the 

10 

COL.  BRISTOL:  West  I  have  Hr.  Ralph  Driear, 

10 

possible  impact. 

11 

who  is  the  aefainistrative  assistant  to  Governor  Schwi^^n. 

11 

I  appreciate  their  frankness,  their  honesty,  their 

12 

Mr.  Deiear? 

12 

integrity  in  dealing  with  a  negative  impact  on  the  school 

13 

MR.  DRIEAR:  Thank  you.  Col.  Bristol  and 

13 

system,  as  well  as  a  positive  impac*  on  the  community. 

14 

representatives  of  the  Air  Force  ballistic  office. 

14 

Over  the  long  term,  it  is  the  school  district's 

15 

For  the  record  my  name  is  Ralph  Driear  and  I  am  an 

15 

opinion  that  we  can  deal  with  the  negative  impact  as 

16 

administrative  assistant  on  the  Governor's  staff. 

16 

presented  with  the  help  of  the  U.s.  Government  and  Air  Force 

17  i 

I  do  have  a  prepared  statement  to  read  on  the 

17 

in  mitigating  those  ci rciastanees. 

18 

Governer's  behalf.  I  see  we  are  running  late  this  evening 

It  will  be  a  pleasure  to  once  again  have  more 

«l 

and  I  think  it  would  bi  my  preference  at  this  point  since 

19 

children  to  open  schools  rather  than  to  close  them,  to 

20  i 

it's  very  important  that  all  of  the  public  have  a  ch-nce  to 

20 

present  job  security  for  our  teachers,  and  stability  for  our 

21 

have  their  say  that  are  here  this  evening  that  I  donate  the 

21 

community. 

22 

Governor's  five  minutes  of  testimony  to  the  general  public 

22 

Therefore,  we  are  willing  to  work  in  a  cooperative 

23 

that  is  here. 

23 

effort  with  all  parties  to  make  this  a  successful  mission  tor 

24 

Thank  you. 

00 

eg 

24 

our  country  and  community. 

25 

COT..  BRISTOL:  Thank  you,  Mr.  Driear,  for  your 

-V. 

25 

Thank  you. 

eg 
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COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you,  sir. 

1 

and  make  just  compensation  in  their  operation  of  our  school 

2 

Next  I  think  is  Art  Dickhoff  from  the  Great  Falls 

2 

expansion  of  utilities  and  those  types  of  things  where 

3 

Chamber  of  Commerce. 

3 

necessary. 

4  ; 

MR.  DICKHOFF:  I'm  Art  Dickhoff  with  the  Great 

4 

Thank  you. 

5 

Palls  Area  Chamber  of  Commerce  and  also  executive  vice 

5 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you,  sir.  Psul 

6 

president  of  Great  Falls  Pederal  Savings  and  Loan. 

6 

Stephens. 

7 

I  would  like  to  speak  on  behalf  in  support  of  the 

7 

MR.  STEPHENS:  I'm  Paul  Stephens.  That'S 

8 

small  I CBM.  It  ic  endorsed  by  the  Chamber  of  Commerce  and 

8 

STEPHENS. 

9 

also  like  to  speak  on  behalf  of  housing. 

9 

I’m  a  fourth  generation  Montanan  and  my  family  has 

10 

Being  employed  by  a  financial  Institution  and  being 

10 

lived  here  since  1083. 

11 

involved  in  the  financing  of  housing  through  installation  of 

11 

Our  president  claims  to  want  to  earn  a  place  in 

12 

missiles  in  the  past  as  well  as  up-dates  of  those  missiles  in 

12 

history  by  successf ully  negotiating  real  limitations  on 

13 

1  the  Great  Falls  community  was  able  to  provide  housing  along 

13 

nuclear  arms.  If  he  does  so,  thos**  following  in  the  next 

14 

with  the  Air  Porce  expanding  their  housing  and  this  was  done 

14 

adninistration  will  find  themselves  scaling  back  and 

15 

in  the  private  sector  by  financing  both  the  military  and 

15 

dismantling  the  build-up  proposed  here.  This  suggests 

16 

civilian  personnel  who  were  workers.  I  feel  this  community 

16 

another  "60081  and  bust"  cycle,  or  an  experience  like  Conrad's 

17 

can  respond  to  housing  needs  and  there  probably  would  be  6ome 

17 

with  the  antimissile  missile. 

18 

need  for  the  Air  Force  to  do  some  tor  scxne  of  the  lower  paid 

18 

Dr.  Paul  F.  Nalker,  co-director  of  the  Institute 

19 

military  people. 

19 

For  Peace  and  International  Security  in  Cambridge, 

20 

As  far  as  safety,  I  would  also  like  to  comment  and 

20 

Massachusetts,  who  spoke  here  recently  informed  us  that 

21 

I  feel  that  in  looking  at  the  25  years  history  that  1  know  of 

21 

Malmsttom  and  indeed  all  land-based  ICBMs  are  no  longer  a 

22 

no  incident  that  endangered  life  because  of  any  incidents  of 

22 

vital  pert  of  our  strategic  posture.  We’d  be  better  off 

23 

the  missiles  we  now  have  in  our  area. 

23 

without  them.  All  are  vulnerable  to  a  first  strike,  and  this 

24 

I  support  it,  I  do  feel  that  the  Air  Farce  does 

24 

in  turn  limits  their  function  and  strategic  value  to  that  of 

25 

need  to  keep  in  mind  to  support  the  community  in  all  vpctB 

eg 

25 

a  first  strike  weapon,  something  which  both  sides  claim  they 

eg 

> 
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neither  need  nor  went.  Thee*  missiles  ere  neither  a 

1 

Arc  you  as  confident  of  the  Soviet  missiles  and  their 

2 

deterrent  nor  a  means  of  retaliation.  The  pinpoint  accuracy 

2 

system?  What  if  one  of  those  4  or  5,000  soviet  missiles  goes 

3 

of  the  Midgetman  and  it*  use  of  penetration  aids  also 

3 

off?  We  don't  even  need  a  war  to  be  totally  annihilated 

4 

characterises  it  as  a  first  strike  weapon,  something  which 

8 

here. 

5 

should  be  abhorrent  to  all  Montanans. 

5 

we  would  become  a  sponge  for  Soviets  missiles  and  s 

6 

$50  billion  which  this  program  is  expected  to  cost 

6 

war  would  devastate  this  state  beyond  any  recovery. 

7 

could  be  used  such  more  effectively  elsewhere,  even  for 

7 

The  only  people  thet  really  seem  to  be  in  favor  of 

8 

defense  purposes.  Our  national  economy  is  in  bad  shape,  and 

8 

this  are  economic  epokeapeople,  f  <m*  of  whom  w*  have  already 

<• 

heard. 

Professor  Tom  Power  of  the  economics  department  of 

10 

Why  do  we  hav*  it,  then?  Fro*  what  I  can  tell  it's 

10 

11 

a  political  deal  or  some  sort  of  pay-off.  The  Air  Force 

11 

the  University  of  Montana  at  Missoula  has  addressed  this 

12 

wants  more  HXs,  "Hidgetman"  sounds  safer,  less  threatening. 

12 

economic  issue  very  well  in  s  public  radio  commentary  of  June 

13 

The  Scowcroft  Commission  report  comprises,  giving  us  some 

13 

29,  1987.  I'd  like  to  quote  a  few  things  from  that. 

14 

MX  missiles  and  and  some  Midgetmen.  If  rationality  wins,  the 

14 

Concerning  the  "boom  bust"  cycle.  Professor  Power 

IS 

Midgetman  will  be  defeated,  yet  the  proposal  is  for  Montana 

15 

says,,  "We  may  gear  up  for  the  missiles,  and  either  not  have 

16 

to  have  200  or  250  of  these,  plus  whatever  NX  missiles  on 

16 

them  appear  or  have  them  eliminated  after  they  are  deployed. 

17 

railroad  cars  ace  deployed. 

17 

This  will  put  Great  Falls  in  a  strange  moral  and  political 

IB 

The  growth  possibilities  here  amount  to  turning 

18 

position.  Its  residents  and  politicians  will  find  themselves 

19 

Montana  into  a  nuclear  sponge.  At  present.  Dr.  Walker 

19 

committed  to  the  arms  race,  and  fearful  of  any  serious  arms 

20 

estimates  that  200  Minutemen  are  targeted  by  400  Soviet 

20 

reduction  proposals.  The  militarisation  of  the  Great  Falla 

21 

missiles.  That  is  to  say  we  are  the  targets  for  400  Soviet 

21 

economy  will  be  nearly  complete. 

22 

missiles. 

22 

Between  1970  and  1905  we  lost  2,000  people  frem  our 

23 

However,  200  Midgetmen  would  require  4  to  5,000 

23 

population.  Our  economic  base  also  declined  as  the  military 

24 

Soviet  missiles  targeted  on  us.  Now  you  might  think  that  our 

00 

24 

role  stabilised  primarily  metals  was  discontinued,  snd 

25 

missiles  here  are  failsafe  and  we  can’t  have  any  accidents. 

25 

agricultural  withered.  Yet  real  per  capita  income  rose 

cu 
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1 

almost  almost  a  quarter.  We  did  almost  as  well  as  the  rest 

1 

we  feel  that  the  missiles  that  are  in  Montana  that  have  been 

2 

of  the  state.  There  is  nothing  seriously  wrong  with  the 

2 

here  for  25  years  have  proven  their  worth  by  the  fact  that  we 

3 

Great  Falls  economy  that  needs  fixing.  There  certainly  is 

3 

remain  a  free  nation  and  have  the  ability  and  the  opportunity 

4 

nothing  so  wrong  that  it  is  worth  keeping  the  arms  race  going 

4 

to  express  our  diverse  interests,  as  we  sre  this  evening. 

5 

for  a  little  local  economic  stimulation. 

5 

We  have  enjoyed  an  excellent  relationship  with  our 

6 

The  spokespereone  for  the  Great  Falls  business 

6 

neighbors  at  Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base.  They  not  only  provide 

7 

community  will  not  not  see  it  this  way,  of  course.  To  them, 

7 

our  security  on  a  national  basis,  but  they  provide  many  good 

8 

any  growth  is  good  and  stability  is  always  bad.  Hopefully 

8 

turns  for  members  of  this  community,  whether  It  be  helping 

9 

othere  within  the  Great  Palis  community  will  be  e  little  bit 

9 

with  the  Mapril  Clean-Up,  whether  it  be  with  the  Detachment  5 

10 

moie  critical  and  will  not  welcome  these  missiles  as  an 

10 

Helicopter  squadron  that  we  constantly  read  about  helping  our 

11 

economic  blessing  when  in  fset  they  are  part  of  a  much  larger 

11 

friend*  and  neighbors  that  are  in  distress,  and  many  other 

12 

curse  that  weighs  down  the  entire  national  economy  and 

12 

things  too  nuserous  to  mention  this  evening. 

n 

threatens  ours  and  our  childrens'  future." 

13 

I  recognise  that  because  I  am  a  businessman  that 

14 

Thank  you. 

14 

perhaps  I  have  an  economic  interest  in  not  only  our  community 

15 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you,  Mr.  Stephens. 

15 

but  the  state  of  Montana. 

16 

Tim  Ryan.  Next  up  after  Mr.  Ryan  will  be  William 

“ 

I  am  a  father  of  three  children  snd  I  would  prefer 

17 

Wilkerson.  He  might  want  to  be  making  hla  way  cloae  to  the 

17 

to  have  those  children  be  able  to  make  a  living  and  continue 

ie 

microphone. 

18 

to  live  in  Montana  and  in  this  free  country.  And  I  believe 

19 

MR.  RYAN i  Good  evening.  My  name  is  Tim 

19 

that  In  order  to  do  that,  we  must  show  s  positive  will,  do 

20 

Pyan.  I'm  the  chairman  of  the  Commltte  of  the  '80s,  a 

20 

whnt  is  necessary  to  protect  our  freedom  snd  protect  our 

21 

committee  which  stands  for  the  premia*  that  we  believe  in  a 

21 

abilities  to  remain  a  frs*  and  strong  nation. 

22 

strong  national  defense. 

22 

And  I  am  pleated  that  Great  Falls  has  been  selected 

23 

And  I  think  I  speak  for  all  of  the  members  of  the 

” 

as  the  initial  operating  base  for  the  Midgetman.  And  w«  look 

24 

committee  when  I  say  that  w#  believe  «  strong  naelonel 

24 

forward  to  its  deployment  here. 

25 

defense  .nows  its  effectiveness  by  not  having  been  used.  And 

N 

2i 

Thank  you. 

Cm 
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COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you.  Nr.  Ryan. 

2 

Dr.  Nilkerson? 

3 

HR.  CROUGH:  Thank  you.  Col.  Bristol,  I  am 

4 

Dr.  William  Nilkerson,  an  emergency  room  physician.  I'm  on 

5 

the  staff  here  at  Columbus  Hospital  in  the  emergency 

6 

department.  I’m  also  a  member  and  speaking  tonight  for 

7 

Physicians  Por  Social  Responsibility. 

8 

I  might  mention  I'm  a  former  military  pilot  and  a 

9 

Viet  Nam  combat  veteran. 

10 

First  of  all  what  I  would  like  to  speak 

11 

specifically  to  the  ERA  is  Sources  of  Human  Instability  in 

12 

handling  nuclear  weapons  and  specifically  how  that  relates  to 

13 

the  PRP. 

14 

I  think  we  would  all  agree  that  no  rational  leader 

15 

of  the  United  States  or  the  Soviet  Union  would  intentionally 

16 

use  nuclear  weapons.  We're  all  aware  of  effects 

17 

environmentally  and  personally,  and  I  think  that  much  more 

18 

likely  an  accidental  or  unintentional  use,  either  based  on  a 

19 

miscalculation,  a  misunderstanding,  or  a  misperception  is  the 

20 

most  probable  scenario  for  a  nuclear  war. 

21 

Human  errors  account  for  the  majority  of  failures 

22 

in  major  weapon  and  space  vehicles  systems.  Now,  nuclear 

23 

weapon  duty  as  you  gentlemen  know  better  than  I  is  very 

24 

25 

conducive  to  behavioral  disorders  probably  due  to  extreme 

isolation,  due  to  the  sensitive  nature  of  these  weapons,  due 

00 

C^J 
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1  U.s.s.  Forestall  survey  showed  that  over  60  percent  of  Navy 

2  personnel  were  high  while  on  duty. 

3  27  percent  of  those  use  amphetamines  on  a  regular 

4  basis  due  to  their  schedules  and  lack  of  adequate  sleep 

5  programs. 

6  I  think  that  most  of  us  who  were  in  the  military 

7  are  aware  of  alcohol  problem.  7  percent  of  all  military 

8  individuals  are  shown  to  be  dependent  on  alcohol,  the 

9  majority  being  the  senior  officers,  27  percent  were  work 

10  impaired. 

11  How  significant  is  this  for  the  —  I'm  going  to 

12  have  to  skip  ahead  to  keep  my  time  down  —  but  how 

13  significant  is  this  for  the  --  as  far  as  nuclear  weapons  are 

14  concerned? 

15  Nell,  in  —  for  nuclear  forces  in  1982  four 

16  marijuana  dealers  were  discovered  on  a  German  in  Germany 

17  on  a  U.S.  Army  nuclear  battalion.  Two  of  these  were  a 

18  husband  and  wife  team,  and  they  implicated  an  additional  125 

19  users  within  this  missile  battalion.  23  were  in  the  PRP. 

20  However  they  were  not  dismissed  due  to  lack  of  hard 

21  evidence. 

22  The  psychological  problems  associated  with  nuclear 

23  misai.e  use  is  probably  no  more  significant  except  in  the 

24  case  of  nuclear  submarines,  which  is  two  times  greater  it's 

25  noted  that  neuropsychiatr ic  disorders  are  two  times  greater 


1  to  boredom  in  many  cases  because  of  the  nature  of  the  duty  of 

2  staring  at  boards  and  being  a  button  pusher. 

3  Certainly  when  you  compound  this  wi^h  submarine 

4  cruises  that  will  lest  sometimes  two  to  three  months 

5  alternating  shifts  that  destroy  rhythms  of  sleep  and  natu-al 

6  energy  and  with  an  emergency  situation  where  there  may  be 

7  lack  of  sleep  and  prolonged  work,  serious  miscalculations  and 

8  errors  can  occur. 

9  It  seems  the  military  was  not  concerned  with  drug 

10  use  until  around  1970  as  it  pertains  to  nuclear  weapons 

11  personnel  until  the  phenomenon  became  more  widespread. 

12  In  1980  a  Department  of  Defense  study  was  conducted 

13  where  15,000  random  military  personnel  were  screened  in  a 

14  confidential  manner  and  it  showed  that  27  percent  of  all 

15  military  personnel  used  drugs  within  the  last  30  days.  These 

16  are  illicit  druga.  19  percent  had  smoked  marijuana  at  least 

17  once  per  week.  Actual  statistics  are  that  in  the  Navy, 

18  particularly  the  Narine  Corps,  37  percent  use  illicit  drugs; 

19  26  percent  were  high  during  active  duty. 

20  I  will  point  that  the  Air  Force  has  the  lowest 

21  rate.  And  that's  fortunate,  since  they  account  for  90 

22  percent  of  nuclear  weapons.  They  were  only  14  percent. 

23  Now,  another  survey  was  conducted  in  the  D.S 

24  military  in  Europe,  which  showed  thst  24  percent  of  Army 

25  individuals  were  using  marijuana  while  on  duty,  while  a 
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1  than  in  other  ships.  I  probably  should  say  boats  or  nuclear 

2  submarines. 

3  The  PRP,  which  is  the  Personnel  Reliability  Program 

4  and  is  cited  in  the  EIS  as  the  safeguard  against  these 

5  problems  now  has  over  —  approximately  120,000  individuala 

6  have  access  to  O.S.  nuclear  weapons  right  now.  These 

7  individuals  are  screened  for  being  unstable  individuals,  to 

8  insure  that  weapons  are  not  subject  to  loss,  theft,  sabotage 

9  or  unauthorised  use,  unauthorised  destruction,  accidental 

10  damage  or  jetsam. 

11  Now,  only  these  personnel  who  demonstrated 

12  unswerving  loyalty  and  trustworthiness  and  discretion  of  the 

13  highest  order  shall  be  employed  in  nuclear  weapons  PRP 

14  positions,  quote  from  the  Department  of  Defense  1981. 

15  These  individuals  include  those  responsible  for 

16  delivery  units,  pilots  and  crews,  personnel  that  have  access 

17  to  technical  knowledge,  guards,  storage  and  supply  and  silo 

18  personnel. 

19  To  qualify  you  must  first  of  all  have  a  — 

20  demonstrate  physical  competence,  mental  alertness  and 

21  technical  proficiency.  You  must  have  evidence  of 

22  dependability  in  accepting  responsibilities  of  duties, 

23  flexibility  in  adjusting  to  changes,  and  good  social, 

24  exKJtional  and  sound  judgment  in  adverse  and  emergency 

25  sltuationa.  And  you  must  have  a  positive  attitude  towatd 
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1 

nuclear  weapon  duty. 

1 

we'll  be  talking  about  three  minutes  per. 

2 

COL.  BRISTOL :  Dr.  Wilkerson? 

2 

Go  ahead,  please. 

3 

DR.  WILKERSON:  7as? 

3 

MRS.  tULKERSONi  I  am  the  Montana 

4 

COL.  BRISTOL:  I'*  sorry  to  interrupt.  Could 

4 

rapresentative  to  tha  National  Governing  Body  of  Physicians 

5 

I  ask  you  to  just  sort  of  summarise  quickly  the  main  point 

5 

for  Social  Responsibility  and  am  speaking  in  that  capacity. 

6 

that  you  wish  to  make  and  then  you  can  qlve  me  at  the  close 

6 

Physicians  for  Social  Responsibility  is  a  national 

7 

of  the  hearing  the  statement  itself  and  I  will  see  in  its 

7 

organisation  of  physicians  working  to  educate  the  public  and 

a 

entirety  it's  included  in  the  record. 

8 

the  health  professions  regarding  the  effects  of  nuclear 

9 

DR.  MlKERSQtl!  Yes,  sir.  My  summary  is  that 

9 

weapons.  And  we  have  no  vested  economic  interest  in  seeing 

10 

the  --  first  of  all*  there's  a  lot  of  weaknesses  in  the  PRP 

10 

either  that  there  is  or  is  not  another  weapon  system  but  are 

11 

and  that  individuals  don't  even  have  to  have  a  physical  exam. 

11 

only  Interested  In  the  preservation  of  human  life  and  the 

12 

They  can  qualify  by  a  review  of  the  records,  there’s  no 

12 

prevention  of  human  suffering. 

13 

psychological  impairment. 

13 

I  would  just  like  to  carry  forth  with  the  points 

14 

1  think  my  closing  statement  would  be  an  individual 

14 

that  were  started  by  the  other  PSR  spokesperson,  and  that  is 

15 

who  was  an  excellent  example  of  a  PRP  failure  John  Nalker, 

15 

the  threat  of  accidental  nuclear  exchange.  Even  if  no 

16 

Jr.  who  had  a  high  level  of  security  clearance,  was  a  member 

16 

decision  were  ever  made  to  engage  in  a  nuclear  war  there  a 

17 

of  a  (inaudible)  submarine,  and  was  in  the  PRP.  And  this  was 

17 

number  of  scenarios  in  which  during  normal  peacetime 

18 

unable  to  identify  him  obviously  with  a  serious  mental 

18 

operation  of  Mldgetman  detonations  could  occur.  Though 

19 

abboratlon. 

19 

unlikely,  such  events  are  not  impossible,  as  demonstrated  by 

20 

I  think  there's  a  lot  of  problems  with  the  PRP. 

20 

other  catastrophes  deemed  initially  impossible  prior  to  their 

21 

Thank  you. 

21 

occurrences,  such  as  the  Chernobyl  meltdown,  the  Challenger 

22 

COL.  BR ISTOL i  Thank  you,  sir.  I  think  we  now 

22 

explosion  and  the  3  Mile  Island  nuclear  reactor  accident. 

23 

have  your  wife,  Catherine  Hilkerson. 

23 

The  increased  risk  of  accidental  peacatlma  nuclear 

24 

And  at  thia  point  I  think  that  I  am  dealing  with 

00 

CM 

24 

exchange  and  it's  consequences  1  believe  should  be  addressed 

25 

people  speaking  in  their  private  citlsen  capacity  and  bo 

25 

by  the  Environmental  Impact  Statement. 

eM 

> 

W 
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1 

As  already  alluded  to,  the  deployment  of  an 

1 

women,  and  children  subjected  to  massive  explosions. 

2 

additional  200  intercontinental  ballistic  missies  in  Montana 

2 

radiation,  serious  lethsi  injuries,  hundreds  would  be 

3 

poses  an  increased  risk  to  the  environment  in  several  ways. 

3 

instantly  vaporised,  many  thousands  would  suffer  third-degree 

4 

primarily  through  the  fact  that  many,  many  additional  Soviet 

4 

burn  from  super  fires,  and  those  in  shelters  would  be 

5 

missiles  would  be  targeted  on  Montana  and  that  the 

5 

asphyxiated  or  incinerated. 

6 

Midgetman's  capability  of  destroying  Soviet  missiles  in  their 

6 

The  radiation  would  exceed  15,000  rads  and  extend 

7 

silos  as  well  as  control  facilities  will  increase  the  threat 

7 

in  plimes  hundreds  of  miles  away.  Tha  lethal  dose  for  hiaana 

a 

of  launch  on  warning. 

8 

is  approxlMtely  350  rads. 

9 

Given  more  Soviet  ICBMa  targeted  on  Montana  in  a 

9 

Those  who  survive  initially  would  die  over  the  next 

10 

launch  on  warning  mode,  should  the  Soviets  erroneously  detect 

10 

days  or  weeks  of  radiation  sicknass  and  the  lingering  effects 

11 

a  threat  by  the  United  States  or  should  an  unauthorized 

11 

of  blast  and  burn  injuries. 

12 

launch  or  serious  computer  error  occur  by  either  side  at  one 

12 

There  would  ba  tens  of  thousands  of  dead  or  Injured 

13 

of  the  thousands  of  thaatre  tactical  or  strategic  nuclear 

13 

people,  raging  fires,  lethsi  radiation,  and  no  madical  help. 

14 

weapons  installations,  over  800  nuclear  weapons  could  be 

14 

water,  food,  power  or  heat. 

15 

fired  at  Montana  by  accident. 

15 

I  would  just  like  to  conclude  by  saying  that  these 

16 

It  is  imperative  that  the  environmental 

16 

are  the  ultimate  environmental  threats  of  nuclear  weapons. 

17 

consequence*  of  such  sn  unlikely  event  or  series  of  events  be 

17 

They  cannot  and  must  not  be  overlooked  when  assessing  the 

18 

analysed.  The  explosive  power  would  be  aimed  at  Montana  at  a 

18 

environmental  effect  of  the  Hidgetman.  The  very  fact  that 

19 

level  of  over  30,000  Hiroshima  explosions.  And  according  to 

19 

these  catsstrophies  could  occur  during  normal  peacetime 

20 

the  latesst  evidence  by  the  Pederal  Emergency  Management 

20 

operations  is  the  source  of  our  peril. 

21 

Agency,  even  a  limited  nuclear  exchange  --  and  I  emphasise 

21 

Thank  you  very  much. 

22 

that  this  could  all  occur  in  the  absence  of  a  declared 

22 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you,  Cr.  Nilkeraon. 

23 

nuclear  war. 

23 

James  Tucker.  Me'r#  now  back  to  those  Individuals 

24 

But  In  an  accidental  exchange  the  effects  would  be 

00 

24 

who  asked  questions  earlier  but  who  also  checked  the  block 

25 

catastrophic  with  Cascade  County  alone  hevlng  its  82,000  men. 

T“* 

25 

they  wish  to  make  comments.  And  we  have  about  15  to  go. 

E-190 
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1 

HR.  TUCKER «  My  cauient  simply  explains  my 

1 

Ik.  TUCKER:  Yes. 

2 

question.  And  I  think  it  would  have  been  understood  a  little 

2 

COL.  BRISTOL:  A1  Donohue.  And  then  after  j 

3 

better  if  I  told  it  before. 

3 

him  it  will  be  John  Stephens. 

4 

But  our  concern,  Col.  Nalah,  is  that  your  screening 

4 

NR.  DONOHUE:  A1  Donohue.  I  have  lived  here 

5 

process  is  flawed  —  and  maybe  not  through  your  neglect,  but 

! 

5 

for  seme  30  years  and  I  have  been  in  one  business  or  another 

6 

some  enterprising  individual  who  has  found  a  way  around  it. 

6 

during  that  time.  I  am  a  job  provider.  I  have  come  to  the 

7 

we  have  noticed  companies  —  I  won't  mention  the* 

7 

conclusion  there  is  no  better  employer  and  no  better  neighbor 

8 

since  you  seen  to  be  nervous  about  their  names  —  but 

6 

than  Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base. 

9 

companies  that  have  registered  in  the  state  of  Montana,  have 

9 

We  are  an  air  base  community,  and  as  a  result  we 

10 

never  done  any  work  in  the  state  of  Montana,  have  been  here 

10 

are  almost  bolding  our  own  in  the  face  of  difficult  economic 

11 

over  a  year,  and  finally  recently  we  find  out  they  have  been 

11 

times.  And  without  Malmstrom  where  would  we  be  today?  Do  we 

12 

awarded  a  contract  out  of  Norton  Air  Porce  Base  and  most 

12 

want  our  community  to  prosper?  What  private  sector  business 

13 

local  companies  were  not  even  notified  of  a  bid  coming  up. 

13 

is  on  the  horixon  that  will  provide  substantial  employment. 

14 

Now,  I  hope  you  take  ny  comments  as  constructive 

14 

improve  our  highways  at  no  real  cost  to  us,  provide  even  1/10 

15 

criticise  because  that's  what  they  are.  And  this  is  Montana 

15 

of  the  economic  impact  that  the  Midge tman  will  provide? 

16 

Laborers  saying  we  would  like  to  work  with  you  and  we  welcome 

16 

There  is  nothing  out  there.  After  being  a  neighbor 

17 

you  here. 

17 

for  some  25  years,  Malmstrom,  T  tman*  <?  —  like  to 

Thank  you. 

i 

what  would  be  the  reaction  to  local  residents  if  we  were 

19 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you,  sir. 

19 

meeting  here  tonight  to  discuss  the  elimination  of  the 

20 

LT.  COL.  WALSH :  May  I  say  something? 

20  i 

Minuteman  and  the  closing  of  Halmstrom  Air  Porce  Base  because 

21 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Yes,  Col.  Walsh.  Go  ahead. 

21 

of  the  concerns  of  some  of  our  Montana  citixens.  It's 

22 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  Mr.  Tucker,  I  would  hope  that 

22 

frightening. 

23 

we  could  get  together  after  this  meeting  so  we  can  take  care 

23 

Mhat  would  it  mean  to  mothers  and  fathers  to  see 

24 

of  the  other  issues  that  you  were  talking  about  earlier. 

CO 

04 

24 

their  children  possibly  employed  in  Great  Palls  instead  of 

25 

please. 

•—I 

-N. 

25 

out  of  state,  should  the  Minuteman  come  on?  What  major 

N 

> 

u 
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1 

business  can  provide  the  safety  record  that  Halmstrom  has 

1 

back  to  Hitler  and  Stalin  signing  the  pact  in  1939  and  read 

2 

shown? 

2 

that  pact.  Read  where  Joseph  Stalin  sent  a  telegram  to 

3 

Halmstrom  Air  Porce  Base  personnel  are  good 

3 

Hitler  saying,  "Forget  Pakistan,  Afghanistan.  I  want  the 

« 

1  citixena,  close  to  the  very  best.  Retired  Halmstrom  Air 

4 

Iranian  oil." 

5 

Porce  Base  personnel  who  settle  here  are  an  aaaet  to  our 

5 

History  will  tell  you  that  if  we're  not  careful 

6 

community. 

6 

we'll  lose  our  freedom. 

7 

The  Air  Porce  and  Malmstrom  is  a  credit  to  Great 

7 

God  bless  the  Air  Porce,  you  are  welcome  in  Great 

8 

Palls  and  Montana.  I  hope  you  can  grow  in  our  national 

8 

Palls,  and  grow. 

9 

security  efforts  and  that  Great  Palls  and  central  Montana  can 

9 

Thank  you. 

10 

grow  with  you. 

10 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you,  Mr.  Stevens. 

11 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you,  Mr.  Donohue.  John 

11 

Lucretia  Humphrey. 

12 

Stevens. 

12 

MS.  HUMPHREY:  Good  evening,  gentlemen.  My 

13 

MR.  STEVENS:  Thank  you  very  much.  And 

13 

name  is  Lucretia  Humphrey  and  I  am  currently  a  homemaker  but 

14 

welcome.  Welcome  to  Montana.  That  Stevens  is  spelled  with  a 

14 

I  am  a  school  counselor  by  training  and  profession. 

15 

V.  And  in  the  Civil  War  we  changed  it  from  a  P  K.  I  think  I 

15 

I  have  chosen  to  participate  tonight  because  I  am 

16 

know  why. 

16 

concerned  about  my  community,  the  community  of  Great  Palls 

17 

Read  your  history.  Santiana  eaid,  "Those  who 

17 

and  the  state  of  Montana.  I  am  fairly  recent  here;  only  two 

18 

refuse  to  learn  by  hiatory  are  destined  to  relive  it." 

“ 

years.  So  I  don't  go  back  a  long  ways.  But  I  have  grown  to 

19 

I'm  a  fourth  generation  Montanan.  My  mother  was 

19 

like  the  wide  open  spaces  of  Montana. 

20 

born  in  Pony,  my  grandmother  in  Silver  Star. 

20 

Recently  Thomas  Watson,  chairman  ameritis  of  IBM, 

21 

And  I  am  very  happy  to  see  Malmatrom  and  the  Air 

21 

former  ambassador  to  the  Soviet  Union  and  recent  pilot  on  a 

22 

Pores  and  our  government  in  Montana  and  In  Great  Palls.  Keep 

22 

world  War  II  comemorative  flight  to  the  Soviet  Union  passed 

23 

it  up.  w«  need  you,  we  need  defense  of  this  country. 

23 

through  Great  Palls.  When  he  was  asked  last  Sunday  I  believe 

24 

I  am  a  veteran,  1  served  my  country.  I  do  not, 

OO 

C4 

*■». 

24 

it  was  whether  he  thought  his  trip  to  the  Soviet  Onion  which 

25 

will  not,  esnnoe  and  have  never  trusted  the  Russians.  Go 

25 

he  had  just  completed  would  accomplish  anything,  especially 

f 

> 
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1 

in  the  area  of  curbing  nuclear  weapons,  he  responded  —  and  I 

l 

the  University  of  Southern  California. 

2 

quote  from  our  local  Sunday  paper  as  to  what  he  said  at  that 

2 

After  serving  as  an  Army  officer  for  over  four 

3 

tine,  “I  think  you  can't  accomplish  a  Mission  like  stopping 

3 

years  Reeves  entered  the  investment  business.  His  firm  now 

4 

thermal  nuclear  war#*  he  said.  “It  takes  about  450  million 

4 

hat  officea  in  Cheyenne  and  Sheridan,  Wyoming;  Topeka, 

5 

people  to  do  that,  and  that's  all  the  Soviets  and  all  the 

5 

Kansas.  And  he  has  been  entrusted  with  a  little  over  8100 

6 

Americans. " 

6 

million  in  client  funds. 

7 

I  continue  to  quote  Mr.  Watson,  "I  think  it's  hard 

7 

Rewves  serves  on  the  Board  of  Directors  of  the 

8 

to  understand  that  we  live  on  the  edge  of  a  cliff  because  you 

8 

Cheyenne  Laramie  County  Corporation  For  Economic  Development, 

9 

could  see  the  Naxis,  you  could  see  dead  people.  And  if  you 

9 

the  National  Association  of  Securities  Dealers  Business 

10 

didn't  take  them,  they  took  you.  But  you  can’t  see  the 

10 

Conduct  Committee,  and  the  Mountain  Bell  Board  of  Advisors. 

11 

nuclear  weapons.  No,  1  don't  think  it  made  much  of  a 

11 

He  has  formerly  served  on  the  Board  of  Directors  of 

12 

difference,"  referring  to  him  trip,  "but  I  did  try." 

12 

the  Greater  Cheyenne  Chamber  of  Commerce,  The  Industrial 

13 

And  I  guess  that's  what  I  am  here  for  tonight,  is 

13 

Development  Association  of  Wyoming,  and  the  Wyoming 

14 

to  do  my  best  to  share  with  you  some  of  ay  concerns  about  the 

14 

Congressional  Award  Council. 

15 

growing  arms  race. 

15 

And  perhaps  in  his  own  words  from  a  letter  that  X  • 

IS 

The  whole  aspect  or  business  in  Great  Falls  is  a 

16 

received  from  him  on  July  12th,  he  states  himself  what  he  is 

17 

very  critical  issue.  If  we  take  a  stand  against  nuclear  arms 

17 

like.  This  is  quoting  him  from  the  letter  he  wrote  to  me. 

18 

we  are  suddenly  cut  out  of  the  business  community  here 

18 

”1  am  a  conservative,  a  vetran,  an  Ollie  North  — 

19 

because  we  do  not  want  to  support  a  growing  arms  race. 

19 

you  know,  glva  them  Bell,  hard  charging  patriotic  kind  of 

20 

However,  in  Cheyenne  I  found  one  gentleman  who  is 

20 

soldier,  entrepreneural  businessman,  a  Republican,  a 

21 

speaking  out  against  the  arms  race  who  come6  from  a  very 

21 

securities  regulator,  and  a  bunch  of  other  stuff  which  one 

22 

businesslike  background.  Doug  Keeves  (phonetic)  is  president 

22 

might  not  normally  associate  with  a  card-carrying  critic  of 

23 

of  Reeves  k  Company,  Wyoming's  largest  independent  security 

23 

our  nuclear  policy.'. 

24 

investment  firm.  He  graduated  phi  beta  kapa  from  the 

00 

M 

24 

He  goes  on  in  hia  letter  to  say  that  "National 

25 

University  of  Wyoming  and  received  his  Masters  degree  from 

25 

security  is  comprised  of  many  things;  not  just  weapons. 

> 
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1 

National  security  includes  a  sound  economy,  a  supportive 

1 

boom  came  and  went  while  they  — . 

2 

populous,  a  sense  of  fairness,  superior  quality  of  life,  a 

2 

COL.  BRISTOL:  I'm  sorry.  The  court  reporter 

3 

well  trained  military  force,  a  thoughtful  and  consistent 

3 

can  only  move  at  about  20  miles  an  hour.  What  I  was 

4 

foreign  policy.  And  yes,  weapons." 

4 

suggesting  —  and  I  don't  mean  to  get  you  to  go  into  a 

1 

Am  to  what  happened  when  the  MX  was  deployed  in  the 

5 

rapid-fire  reading.  I'd  like  the  statement  to  be  included  in 

6 

area  of  Cheyenne  he  states  that,  "One,  economic  development 

6 

its  entirety  and  a  comprehensible  way  in  the  record. 

7 

is  a  long  term  propomition.  If  all  we  want  la  a  short,  shot 

7 

But  I  was  just  going  to  allow  you  In  about  15 

8 

in  the  arm  which  government  building  projects  typically 

8 

seconds  to  sort  of  state  the  bottom  line  of  your  concern. 

9 

provide  that  anything  from  casinos  to  houses  of  ill-repute 

9 

MS.  HUMPHREY:  Okay.  Well,  the  boom  came  and 

10 

will  suffics. 

10 

went  and  vacancy  rates  remained  high.  Real  estate  prices 

11 

If  ws  want  long  term  development j  the  sort  of  thing 

11 

plmameted  and  business  and  bank  failures  reached  new  highs. 

12 

which  pays  taxes,  builds  communities,  school  and 

12 

Thank  you. 

13 

infrastructure  then  it  takes  more  than  the  short  term 

13 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you  ao  much. 

14 

dollars.  It  takes  a  quality  of  life. 

14 

Carol  Collins.  And  then  next  up  will  be  Gordon 

15 

15 

Whirry. 

16 

I»S.  HUMPHREY:  Yes? 

26 

MS.  COLLINS:  My  name  le  Carol  Col  line.  And  I 

17 

COL.  BRISTOL:  You  have  gone  over  time,  and  I 

17 

belong  to  a  group  called  Committee  of  the  '90s.  There  are 

18 

thought  you  were  coming  to  a  conclusion.  Could  you  just 

18 

several  of  us  have  spoke  already  tonight  to  make  sure  we  live 

19 

summarise  and  then  submit  the  balance  of  that  for  the  record? 

19 

that  long. 

20 

W)S.  HUMWREYi  Sure.  Cheyenne  was  on  every 

20 

I'm  a  eelf-employed  legal  typlat.  Although  I  have 

21 

national  new*  broadcast  when  it  warn  announced  --  as  I  go  on 

21 

many  areas  of  concern  regarding  the  0CI8,  the  one  I  choose  to 

22 

just  very  quickly r  it's  almost  over  --  It  was  announced  we 

22 

address  is  education,  particularly  it  as  relates  to  Great 

23 

would  receive  the  MX.  we  had  lota  of  transients  looking  for 

23 

Falls. 

24 

jobs,  lota  of  unfulfilled  expectations,  lots  of  very  angry 

00 

N 

24 

According  to  the  DEIS,  all  three  housing  options 

25 

local  businesspeople  whose  greed  exceeded  their  analysis.  The 

25 

under  all  basing  alternatives  will  result  in  high. 

1 
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1 

significant  and  adverse  impacts  on  school  system. 

1 

elementary  School,  will  double  Its  enrollment,  adding 

2 

The  projected  increase  in  Great  Falls  students  for 

2 

approximately  600  students  and  bringing  the  pupil  to  teacher 

3 

the  year  1996  is  1300.  The  breakdown  for  program  related 

3 

ratio  of  50  to  one. 

4 

enrol laents  is  anticipated  to  be  710  elementary,  166  junior 

4 

If  either  of  the  other  two  housing  options  are 

5 

high,  373  senior  high,  and  50  special  education  students. 

5 

chosen  and  students  are  bussed  to  several  other  schools  the 

6 

Various  options  are  addressed  in  the  DEIS  to  handle  this 

6 

pupil  to  teacher  ratio  is  still  estimated  to  be  above  State 

7 

increase. 

7 

standards,  thus  threatening  accreditation.  The  reopening  of 

8 

One  is  to  build  a  new  school.  Under  the  heading  of 

8 

closing  elementary  schools  is  also  listed  as  an  option  in  the 

9 

Potential  Mitigation  Measures  various  possible  funding 

9 

DEIS.  Since  many  of  theae  schools  were  closed  because  they 

10 

sources  are  Hated,  two  of  them  are  programs  which 

10 

were  considered  to  be  energy  insufficient  and  presumably 

11 

admittedly  have  limited  current  funding  and  a  third 

11 

remain  so,  it  would  seem  to  be  poor  planning  to  consider  this 

12 

possibility  remains  to  be  explored. 

12 

s  viable  option. 

13 

In  another  section  following  statement  Is  made, 

13 

Re-equipping,  cleaning  and  renovating  such  schools 

14 

quote:  ‘Resolutions  to  thes«  problems  would  require  major 

14 

ie  costly. 

15 

additions  of  personnel  or  facilities  for  which  sufficient 

15 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Mrs.  Collins,  can  I  ask  you  to 

16 

funds  are  not  expected  to  be  available,"  end  quote.  This 

16 

submit  the  balance  of  that  for  the  record? 

17 

concerns  me. 

17 

MS.  COLLINS:  All  right. 

18 

A  second  option  explores  the  possibility  of 

18 

COL.  BRISTOL)  You  can  just  submit  it  to  me 

19 

converting  the  currently  vacant  Paris  Gibson  Junior  Bigh 

19 

after  the  meeting. 

20 

School  into  an  elementary  school,  requiring  bussing)  an 

20 

MS.  COLLINS:  I  just  have  a  couple  —  just  one 

21 

expensive  and  not  at  all  desirable  option  for  Great  Palls 

21 

other  thing  that  I  would  like  to  bring  up,  just  very  short. 

22 

parents  of  elementary  aged  children. 

22 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Go  ahead. 

23 

If  the  proposed  action  which  involves  programmed  on 

23 

NS.  COLLINS:  I  would  like  to  know. 

24 

base  housing  is  chosen,  a  new  school  will  almost  certainly  be 

eo 

cm 

24 

considering  the  fact  that  57  percent  of  Montana  voters  voted 

25 

a  necessity,  since  the  school  nearest  Malmstro®,  Loy 

$ 

25 

in  1982  opposing  further  development  of  missiles  in  Montana, 

eg 
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1 

what  makes  any  of  us  believe  that  a  hearing  such  as  this  has 

1 

city,  county,  and  school  systems. 

2 

any  impact  at  all  on  members  of  Congress?  Can  you  give  me 

2 

To  us,  this  will  translate  Into  increased  taxes. 

3 

any  historical  evidence  that  Congress  actually  takes  the 

3 

Housing  costs  will  rise,  and  vacancies  disappear  as  we  have 

4 

results  of  sny  Els  into  serious  consideration  when  making  a 

4 

an  influx  of  some  8,000  people  into  the  community.  This  will 

5 

determination  on  whether  or  not  to  deploy  a  missile  system? 

5 

be  a  severe  hardship  for  those  of  our  residents  who  arc  in 

6 

If  there  are  high,  significant,  and  adverse  impacts 

6 

need  of  low  income  housing.  We  can  expect  the  price  of  most 

7 

found.  Is  Congress  going  to  scrap  Nldgetman  or  any  other 

7 

goods  and  services  to  increase  as  demand  increases. 

8 

missile  system?  What  we  say  here  tonight,  does  it  make  any 

8 

At  the  same  time,  our  quality  of  life  is  likely  to 

9 

difference  at  all? 

9 

go  down.  I'll  just  point  out  s  few  examples  from  the  EIS. 

10 

Thank  you. 

10 

Traffic  problems  will  increase  due  to  construction. 

11 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you,  ma'am. 

11 

large  numbers  of  commuters,  and  the  transport  and  servicing 

12 

12 

of  the  Hard  Mobile  Launchers.  Highway  89  to  Belt  will  have  a 

13 

(Discussion  held  off  the  record.) 

13 

minimum  of  200  launcher  transports  per  year.  That's  more 

14 

14 

than  one  every  other  day.  Imagine  driving  behind  this  convoy 

15 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Gordon  Whirry. 

15 

of  service  vehicles  and  the  transport  launcher,  which  is  in 

16 

MR.  WHIRRY:  Thank  you,  Colonel.  I  am  an 

16 

itself  105  feet  long,  14  feet  wide,  and  230,000  pounds. 

17 

architect  here  in  Great  Palls. 

.7 

In  addition,  the  service  and  crew  vehicles  are 

10 

My  reading  of  the  Environmental  Impact  Statement 

18 

estimated  to  require  some  275  vehicles  trips  each  day. 

19 

has  led  me  to  conclude  that  the  Midgetman  project  would  have 

19 

Our  school  system  will  be  required  to  absorb  an 

20 

a  harmful  impact  on  most  area  residents.  This  Impact  would 

20 

addition  initial  1200  students,  more  than  it  can  handle 

21 

come  mainly  from  an  Increase  in  the  cost  of  living  and  a 

21 

without  overcrowdlnq,  program  disruption,  or  new 

22 

decrease  in  the  quslity  of  life.  Specific  costs  which  are 

22 

construction. 

23 

reported  to  be  increasing  by  the  Els  are  those  for  housing. 

23 

Public  services  for  health,  fire  protection, 

24 

education,  public  services,  and  goods  and  services.  Revenue 

00 

eg 

24 

police,  and  recreation  will  be  severely  strained. 

25 

shortfalls  as  high  as  R80.000  are  projected  for  the  combined 

25 

Maybe  we  should  be  willing  to  accept  these  problems 

«g 
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1 

If  the  end  result  le  worthwhile.  I  don't  believe  it  ie.  1 

1 

COL.  BRISTOL!  Thank  you. 

2 

oppose  the  Midgetman  project  because  of  the  larger  and  more 

2 

NS.  MAY BANKS i  I  must  say  I  was  quite 

3 

basic  Impacts  not  addressed  in  the  CIS. 

3 

impressed  by  the  document  itself;  the  aiear  voltaae  is  kind  of 

4 

The  first  is  cost.  We  can't  afford  it.  As  a 

4 

overwhelming.  Sind  of  impressive. 

5 

debtor  nation  we  can  hardly  justify  spending  another  30 

5 

I'm  specifically  lnterssted  in  the  environmental 

6 

billion  to  add  no  sore  than  10  percent  to  our  total  supply  of 

6 

impact  on  public  sarvices.  And  again,  it's  hard  to  look  at 

7 

warheads. 

7 

that  without  looking  et  transportation  and  safety  and 

e 

As  a  people,  we  can't  afford  the  social  and 

8 

funding.  It's  kind  of  hard  to  get  the  big  picture. 

9 

spiritual  costs.  I  don't  believe  our  national  security  can 

9 

The  compilers  though  mska  two  assumptions  that  I 

10 

be  served  any  longer  by  escalating  the  ares  race. 

10 

would  disagree  with.  The  first  is  ths  1968  benchmark  levels 

n 

1  don't  believe  our  Great  Palls  economy  is  well 

11 

of  service  usage  were  locally  acceptable  levels.  And  while 

12 

served  by  seeking  even  greeter  dependence  on  the  military. 

12 

they  may  have  been  acceptable  to  acrvj-.c  providers,  1  doubt 

13 

1  suggest  we  apply  our  energy  snd  our  resources  to 

13 

if  there  was  a  consensus  of  acceptability  among  service 

14 

■ore  productive  uses*  including  private  sector  econcsiic 

14 

considers. 

IS 

development,  snd  that  we  all  work  together  starting  now  to 

15 

The  second  assusptlon  is  that  short  duration 

16 

build  a  foundation  for  genuine  peace  and  lasting  prosperity. 

16 

Immigrant  population  would  demand  that  puble  services  at  the 

17 

Thank  you. 

17 

same  rate  as  the  existing  population.  And  I  can't  believe 

18 

COL.  BRISTOL!  Thank  you,  Mr.  Whirry.  Shells 

18 

that  that  is  so.  They  estimated  that  10  percent  of  the  short 

19 

Maybsnks. 

19 

duration  peopls  would  be  non-employable  or  marginally 

20 

20 

employed  people  who  would  come  to  our  community  looking  for 

21 

(Discussion  held  off  the  record.) 

21 

good  jobe.  And  they  would  have  I  think  a  higher  impact  on 

22 

22 

police,  on  emergency  food,  on  emergency  shelter  end  child 

23 

COL.  BRISTOL!  Okay.  Go  ahead. 

23 

welfare  services. 

24 

MS.  HAYBAMKS !  My  name  Is  Shells  Maybsnks  snd 

00 

24 

Our  contact  in  Cheyenne  told  me  that  the  impact  of 

25 

I'm  a  social  worker.  Just  like  it  sounds. 

25 

this  group  of  people  lacking  technical  skills  made  a  huge 

CH 
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1 

impact  on  the  services,  snd  much  huger  than  what  was 

1 

And  I  believe  this  ie  called  triage.  And  triage  is 

2 

anticipated. 

2 

a  good  way  to  run  a  disaster  but  It's  not  such  a  good  way 

3 

And  why  would  we  think  it  would  be  any  different  in 

3 

run  a  city. 

4 

Great  P»1 la? 

4 

Also  thsre  was  no  mention  I  don't  think  in  the 

5 

Tht  rsport  estimates  that  the  need  for  personnel 

5 

study  of  any  time  for  contingency  planning  or  for  direct 

6 

and  for  facilities  would  inertase  like  six  more  police 

6 

service  provision  of  our  local  law  enforcement  people,  when 

7 

officers  snd  20  mors  city  employees  snd  like  half  s  worker  at 

7 

this  program  would  coam.  And  the  study  makes  it  very  clear 

• 

Salvation  Army.  Yet  there's  no  mention  of  funding,  end  there 

8 

that  law  enforcement  in  terms  of  military  personnel  breaking 

9 

ie  no  anticipated  revenue  for  that. 

9 

the  laws,  that  would  be  taken  care  of  by  military  police. 

10 

The  experience  in  Cheyenne  has  bean  to  sea  lass  of 

10 

But  what  about  traffic  diversion,  traffic  control. 

11 

an  economic  benefit  than  snticipstsd  snd  more  sociel  costs. 

11 

if  there  Is  a  disaster  or  a  vehicle  stalls?  Somehow  our  law 

12 

The  City  of  Cheyenne  received  9950,000  —  again,  this  la  what 

12 

enforcement  officers  are  going  to  have  to  be  involved.  And 

13 

1  heard  —  to  study  ths  Impact  and  the  implications  of  the 

13 

that’s  going  to  taka  away  time  from  camaiunity  needs. 

14 

military  build-up,  but  they  didn't  receive  any  money  at  all 

14 

Just  since  19*6  —  snd  this  year  we  have  seen  our 

13 

for  salary. 

15 

Sheriff's  office  had  to  cut  ateff,  even  our  library  cut  stuff 

1C 

And  what  we'rt  talking  —  I  mean,  policemen  snd 

16 

and  cut  beck  their  hours,  human  services  has  had  to  cut  beck 

17 

Sslvstion  Army  workers  don't  make  big  bucks,  we're  talking 

17 

on  services,  end  Opportunities,  incorporated  has  cut  back 

18 

about  fairly  small  amounts  of  money  that  could  make  a  big 

18 

quite  e  few  of  their  youth  employment  alota  for  the  simmer. 

1* 

difference  in  the  quality  of  life. 

19 

Aside  frost  questions  of  morality  and  questions  of 

20 

1  think  what  would  happen  if  we  get  this  increased 

20 

strategic  emphasis,  1  think  there'a  a  question  of  falrneae. 

21 

usage  and  we  don't  get  the  funds  for  increased  personnel,  we 

21 

And  it  doesn't  strike  me  as  fair  that  if  we  do  get  this 

22 

would  have  public  ssrvsnts  prlorotiiing  their  case  load.  And 

22 

program  we  are  going  to  have  this  increased  usage  and  demand 

23 

public  servants  are  good  peopls  general lyj  they  cope.  They 

23 

of  services  but  no  financial  help. 

24 

priototlxe  their  esse  load  snd  only  the  moat  serious 

s 

24 

And  7  think  we  owe  It  to  ourselves  to  atudy  more 

25 

situations  gat  attention. 

1 

? 

W 

25 

carefully  what  the  experience  has  been  in  Cheymnne. 
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1 

Thank  you. 

1 

and  from  citizens  here  that  there  are  many,  many  problems 

2 

COL .  BRISTOL:  Thank  you  very  much. 

2 

connected  with  it  here  in  Great  Palls. 

3 

NS.  HEIMGARTNER:  Ny  name  is  Becky 

3 

In  visiting  with  a  county  official  who  must  make  a 

4 

Heimqartner,  and  I  am  very  concerned  about  the  coat  of  this 

4 

lot  of  changes  and  put  in  a  lot  of  hours  to  accomodate 

5 

weapons  system. 

5 

Midgetman  here,  he  made  the  comment,  “well,  I  don't  really 

6 

From  reading  the  Environmental  impact  Statement  it 

6 

see  the  sense  of  anymore  missiles.  But  if  they're  going  to 

7 

is  my  understanding  that  serious  shortfalls  would  occur  over 

7 

be  somewhere  they  may  as  well  be  here  and  I'll  try  to  do  the 

6 

a  20  year  period  in  city  and  county  governments  and  the  Great 

8 

best  1  can." 

9 

Falls  School  District. 

9 

Governor  Schwinden  echoed  similar  feelings  in 

10 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  there  was  very  nearly  a 

10 

questioning  the  need  for  more  nuclear  systems,  but  that  if 

11 

property  tax  revolt  in  Montana  last  year,  and  we  are 

11 

the  U.S.  government  decided  to  do  it  and  do  it  in  Montana  he 

12 

currently  paying  a  state  income  tax  surcharge  to  balance  the 

12 

would  cooperate. 

13 

state  budget  and  the  overwhelming  amount  of  the  national 

13 

If  hla  aide  would  take  back  to  him  my  sympathy. 

14 

debt.  I  am  opposed  to  the  placement  of  Midgetman  in  Montana 

14 

he's  in  an  extremely  difficult  situation  in  Montana.  Because 

15 

or  anywhere. 

15 

economically  we  are  hurting  very  badly. 

16 

It  is  a  very  expensive  bargaining  chip  which  is  one 

16 

I  think  the  thing  is  ia  that  for  most  people; 

17 

thing  I  have  heard  it  touted  as.  This  planet  does  not  need 

17 

businessmen,  teachers,  people  at  the  air  base,  housewives. 

18 

any  more  nuclear  weapons. 

ia 

teenagers,  they  are  opposed  to  the  concept  but  they  feel  a 

19 

Thank  you. 

19 

fatalism  that  they  have  nothing  do  about  whether  or  not  it 

20 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thsnk  you,  Becky. 

20 

becomes  a  reality. 

21 

Sue  Dickenson.  Then  after  Sue  will  be  Joel 

21 

in  the  event  that  it  does  then  they  would  like  to 

22 

Ericksen. 

22 

somehow  reap  some  benefits  or  same  compensation  for  it. 

23 

SUE  DICKENSON:  My  final  comments  regard  the 

23 

1  think  we  have  to  keep  in  mind  the  fact  that 

24 

sensibility  of  Midgetman  here  or  anywhere  else.  I  think  we 

00 

c*» 

24 

history  does  repeat  itself.  And  the  building  up  of  armaments 

25 

have  teen  from  information  presented  by  you,  the  Air  Porce 

"■V. 

25 

in  the  past  has  produced  horrible  wars  and  destruction.  And 

CM 
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1 

I  don't  think  that  we  can  look  at  our  armaments  today  and  the 

1 

comments  for  record.  And  I  indicated  as  before  that  it  will 

2 

fact  we  haven't  had  a  major  war  since  World  war  11  and  feel 

2 

receive  the  same  setious  consideration  and  be  a  part  of  the 

3 

that  they  have  made  the  war  more  secure.  If  we  look  around 

3 

record  just  as  if  you  read  it  tonight. 

4 

and  see  the  wars  that  are  going  all  over  the  world  and  the 

4 

You  may  proceed,  sir. 

5 

fact  that  the  United  States,  one  the  most  powerful  nations  in 

5 

MR.  ERICKSEN:  Thank  you.  I  will  be  within  my 

6 

the  world,  with  its  nuclear  weapons  is  often  very  helpless  to 

6 

three  minutes.  I  oppose  Midgetman  for  moral  reasons,  I  think 

7 

do  anything  to  prevent  problems  in  other  parts  of  the  world. 

7 

it  is  wrong.  I  oppose  it  for  strategic  reasons.  I  do"'t  see 

6 

Whst  I  would  advocate  is  those  of  us  here  in  all 

8 

any  effective  and  reliable  defensive  weapon.  And  I  oppose  it 

9 

positions  that  we  decide  what  our  priorities  are  and  have 

9 

for  financial  reasons.  Our  national  budget  is  a  shambles  and 

10 

confidence  these  can  be  reflected  in  Washington.  I  teach 

10 

shouldn't  have  to  stand  the  strain  of  another  one  billion 

11 

civic  and  government  classes,  I  teach  U.C.  History. 

11 

dollars  or  higher  estimates  up  to  40  or  $50  billion. 

12 

I've  got  three  kids  I  am  trying  to  raise,  and  I 

12 

Now  these  are  reasons  any  cltixen  in  this  county 

13 

believe  very  strongly  that  in  our  country  we  can  make  a 

13 

might  be  opposed  to  the  program,  but  there  are  some  very 

14 

difference.  But  it  occurs  to  me  what  if  the  people  lead. 

14 

special  why  the  people  in  and  around  Great  Falls  ought  to 

15 

then  the  leaders  will  follow.  And  I  think  for  each  of  us  no 

15 

oppose  it,  and  want  to  diacuss  one  of  these  and  try  to  make 

16 

matter  what  your  position,  you  have  to  assess  the  need,  the 

16 

clear  just  what  sort  of  hassle  we're  letting  ourselves  in  for 

17 

sensibility,  and  the  right  or  wrongness  of  more  nuclear 

17 

if  this  program  goes. 

18 

weapons  and  do  something  about  it  at  the  local  level  and 

18 

It's  a  seemingly  simple  matter.  It's  the 

19 

national  level. 

19 

disruptions  and  delays  in  our  normal  comings  and  goings.  The 

20 

1  oppose  it  and  will  continue  opposing  it  in 

20 

construction  phase  of  this  program  is  scheduled  according  to 

21 

anyplace  where  It  la  forecast  to  be  installed. 

21 

the  booklet  to  begin  in  the  spring  of  1990  and  continue  to 

22 

OOL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you.  Joel  Ericksen.  Now 

22 

the  fall  of  1994.  Now,  that's  nearly  five  full  years. 

23 

we've  sort  of  run  out  of  our  scheduled  time.  I'd  just  like 

23 

Bad  weather  or  labor  difficulties  or  delays  in 

24 

to  ask  those  whom  I  call  on  to  give  thought  to  whether  or  not 

00 

24 

funding  could  extend  this  very  easily.  Dur'ng  this  time 

25 

as  some  others  have  done  previously  you  can  submit  your 

25 

there  will  124  bridges  replaced,  240  intersections  widened. 
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l 

310  culverts  replaced,  74  cettle  guards,  and  some  unknown 

1 

way  of  Relent,  I  suppose.  Or  if  you  wanted  to  pheasant  hunt 

2 

number  of  miles  of  roads  widened,  resurfaced,  Maintained 

2 

by  Lewistown  you  could  go  by  way  of  Fort  Benton  and  Big  sandy 

3 

s  owe  how  j  up  to  a  possible  maximum  of  1707  wiles. 

3 

end  take  the  ferry. 

4 

How,  1  wain tain  that  with  this  much  road 

4 

But  the  routes  have  are  the  ones  that  are  used. 

5 

construction  activity  going  on  there's  going  to  be  soae 

5 

That's  why  they're  there. 

C 

horrendous  detours  and  delays. 

6 

So  will  be  same  real  delaya  and  disruptions. 

7 

As  your  wap  well  showed  earlier,  Highways  87  and  89 

7 

The  also  say  that  individusl  bridge  replacement  may 

8 

are  the  routes  east  of  town.  And  the  gravel  roads  that 

8 

require  interruptions  to  daily  traffic.  Hell,  1  can't  see 

9 

access  these  are  the  transporter  routes  to  approximately  one 

9 

how  it  could  help  but  require  Interruptions  to  daily  traffic. 

10 

half  the  proposed  Nidge tman  sites.  And  these  are  the  roads 

10 

If  thm  bridge  isn't  there  we  can't  90  through.  It's  not  amy 

11 

which  see  the  construction. 

11 

required.  They  will  be  required. 

12 

Row,  there's  a  lot  of  people  using  these  roads  to 

12 

After  construction  la  complete  the  picture  doesn't 

13 

do  a  lot  of  things.  They  go  fishing,  wood  cutting. 

13 

get  a  whole  lot  better.  Each  of  these  Hard  Nobile  Launchers 

14 

cross-country  skinq,  snowwobi 1 ing ,  downhill  sking,  cawping. 

14 

is  scheduled  to  return  once  a  year  for  maintenance  to 

IS 

chokecherry  picking,  sightseeing,  hunting  deer,  elk, 

IS 

Ralmstrom. 

16 

antelope,  pheasants,  grouse,  partridge,  and  probably  a  lot  of 

16 

That  means  200  of  these  14  feet  wide,  105  feet  long 

17 

things  I  can't  think  of. 

17 

vehicles  together  with  their  escort  vehicles  will  be  making  a 

18 

A  lot  of  people  live  in  this  area  because  of  the 

18 

round  trip  once  each  year  down  the  roads  to  Great  FbIIb  and 

19 

outdoor  activities,  and  they  use  these  roads.  And  they  are 

19 

the  area. 

20 

going  to  be  hurting. 

20 

COL.  BRISTOL :  Nr.  Bricksen,  I'm  sorry  to 

21 

How ,  the  Air  Force  speaks  of  same  of  the  delays  and 

21 

interrupt  you,  but  your  time  has  expired  plus  some.  Could  1 

22 

disruptions  caused  by  road  construction.  They  say. 

22 

ask  that  you  submit  the  balance  of  your  statement  for  the 

23 

"Alternate  route#  would  be  used  where  available." 

23 

record? 

24 

Row,  in  thia  part  of  the  country  sometimes  there 

00 

24 

m.  ERICKSEM:  Yea.  Thank  you. 

25 

aren't  alternate  routes.  You  could  sking  in  King’s  Hill  by 

25 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you  so  much. 

em 
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1 

Col.  Roore,  did  you  desire  to  —  you  had  indicated 

1 

feet  is  the  width. 

2 

that  you  might  with  to  make  same  comments.  If  you're  still 

2 

AS  the  person  who  spoke  3  u  t»  t  before  me  pointed  out. 

3 

here.  Apparently  not. 

3 

thie  means  the  Nidgetman  missile,  when  it's  traveling  down  a 

4 

Jim  Hwphrey? 

4 

highway,  will  protrude  over  the  median  atrip  in  the  center  of 

5 

RE.  HUNPRREY t  Jim  Humphrey.  Jr. 

5 

the  highway,  since  moat  of  our  state  highways,  two-lane 

6 

Re  have  heard  a  great  deal  about  the  economic 

6 

highways  are  only  24  feet  in  width. 

7 

benefits  that  the  Rldgetman  Hisslle  System  will  bring  to  our 

7 

Furthermore,  the  Bard  Nobile  Launcher  will  not  be 

8 

area.  1  don't  chins  C.wat  ,«iis  has  yet.  c ended 

8 

traveling  alone.  Of  course  it  will  be  traveling  in  a  convoy. 

9 

some  of  the  —  lets  say  by  the  way  I  don't  dispute  th»re  will 

9 

There  will  be  security  vehicles  with  it.  And  it  will  be 

10 

be  economic  benefits  to  certain  sectors  of  our  community. 

10 

traveling  at  substantially  —  It  will  be  traveling  at  a 

11 

At  the  same  time  I  don't  think  Great  Falls  has 

11 

slower  speed  than  the  traffic  on  the  highway. 

12 

fully  comprehended  yet  some  of  the  economic  disadvantages  and 

12 

The  outcome  is  that  there  will  obviously  be  e  lot 

13 

advert#  Impacts  that  will  come  out  of  the  deployment  the 

13 

of  traffic  backed  up  behind  it,  it  will  be  very  difficult  if 

14 

Rldgetman  here. 

14 

not  dangerous  to  pass,  and  oncoming  traffic  may  frequently 

13 

And  I  too  am  going  to  apeak  briefly  about  the 

» 

have  to  atop  at  shooldeta  of  the  road  a  no  wait  Cut  the  convoy 

16 

lwpect  on  traffic. 

.. 

to  go  past. 

17 

Re  have  a  visual  demonstration  that  won't  take  more 

17 

One  of  these  conveys  will  be  coming  into  Greet 

18 

than  a  second,  I  believe.  Nope,  we  don't?  He  canned  it. 

18 

Falla  every  day  of  the  year,  or  at  least  let's  say  there  will 

19 

huh? 

19 

be  400  tripe  either  going  in  or  out  to  the  bates  which  will 

20 

Hell,  we  were  going  to  show  how  far  105  feet  was  in 

20 

originate  out  of  Great  Falla  or  go  to  G'-eat  Falla  each  year. 

21 

this  auditorium. 

21 

I  would  also  like  to  just  briefly  —  and  I  do  mean 

22 

NS .  JACKSON i  Basically  It's  as  wide  as  ehls 

22 

briefly  —  express  my  concern  about  the  high  visibility  which 

23 

whole  auditorium. 

23 

these  vehicles  arc  going  to  give  our  community,  not  only  in 

24 

NR.  NtfNFHREYi  105  feet  Js  the  length  of  one 

24 

our  region  but  in  the  nation.  Can  you  imagine  what  we're 

25 

of  the  Hard  Nobile  Launchers  that  carry  the  mlasiiei.  14 

. 

N 

25 

going  to  look  like? 

i 

> 

M 
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Great  Palls  has  looked  a  long  tie*  for  a  great 

1 

I  would  hope  that  Great  Palls  will  seriously 

2 

nickname  for  ltaelf  to  express  civic  pride  and  to  promote 

2 

reflect  on  the  implications  of  this  program  before  rushing  to 

3 

ourselves  in  the  region.  We  were  Electric  City  when  l  was  a 

3 

greet  it  with  uncritical  enthusiasm. 

4 

kid  growing  up  here.  I  think  River  City  is  one  candidate  for 

4 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you,  sir.  Pour  to  go. 

5 

a  name  now.  But  frankly  when  the  Midget  man  coses  we  can  put 

5 

Jim  eagen.  Are  you  still  here,  Jia7 

6 

all  those  names  on  the  ahelf.  We'll  be  known  froa  coast  to 

6 

farina  Jackson? 

7 

coast  as  Missile  City.  And  I  think  that  will  have  a  bad 

7 

NS.  JACKSON:  I  am  going  to  submit  ay 

e 

effect  on  our  econcaiic  future.  Certainly  it's  going  to 

€ 

teatinony.  I  sa  sura  you  will  all  be  pleased. 

9 

drastically  shape  it,  because  with  all  respect  to  the  brave 

9 

1  just  very  briefly  want  to  say  that  I  vary  much 

10 

and  capable  sen  and  woaan  in  our  araed  forces  today  and  who 

10 

concur  with  —  I  think  Gordon  Whirry  and  Hisa  Dickinaon 

n 

aerved  in  the  past,  there  is  the  stigas  attached  to  nuclear 

11 

really  expressed  ay  sentiments.  And  I  just  want  to  say  that 

n 

weapons. 

12 

I  really  seriously  question  the  deterrent  capability  of  this 

n 

And  the  stigaa  is  eroding  the  respect  and  honor 

13 

missile  eyetea,  it's  got  penetration  aid's,  extreme  accuracy. 

14 

that  the  America  regard  the  araed  forces  with,  and  that 

14 

first  strlka  capability. 

IS 

stigaa  is  going  to  coae  and  live  here  in  Great  Palls.  And  I 

15 

The  launching,  I  am  not  satisfied  that  it  can 

16 

16 

work.  I  mean  I  think  we  might  have  a  first  strike  weapon  and 

17 

eight  otherwise  locate  here  that  are  going  to  write  us  off 

17 

$50  billion  with  our  $160  billion  deficit,  it’s  criminal. 

16 

froa  the  outset  because  they  don’t  want  to  live  in  Missile 

18 

And  I  think  that  this  is  taking  money  away  from  all  kinds  of 

19 

City. 

19 

programs,  and  it  should  not  be  doing  that. 

20 

And  even  if  there  is  an  offsetting  affect  of 

20 

The  last  thing  I  want  to  say  is  I  think  it's  raaliy 

21 

businesses  that  coae  In,  because  of  the  large  military 

21 

a  very  sad  commentary  for  Montana  to  base  its  economy  on  this 

22 

payroll,  ws  will  have  volunteered  to  become  a  coapany  town 

22 

weapon  system,  and  it's  real  destabilising. 

23 

even  aore  dependent  on  the  ailitary  payroll  than  before  and 

23 

I  hope  it  doesn't  happen.  Thank  you. 

24 

exposed  to  all  the  vulnerability  of  booa/bust  cycles  that  go 

00 

CM 

24 

COL.  BRISTOL i  Thank  you.  Will  Crough? 

25 

with  being  a  coapany  to  n. 

■***. 

^4 

25 

NR.  CROUGH:  I'll  be  brief. 

> 
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1 

One  of  the  great  founding  precepta  of  this  country 

1 

the  other  aide  of  the  Patomac  River,  to  the  Congress.  And 

2 

is  the  ailitary  auat  always  be  under  the  control  of  the 

2 

it's  factored  into  the  overall  decision  making  process.  That 

3 

civilian.  Somehow,  sadly.  Great  Palls  is  asswing  the 

3 

aay  be  herd  to  see  at  times,  but  that  is  what  the  law 

4 

opposite  stance. 

4 

requires  and  that  is  what  happens. 

3 

Let  ae  remind  you  all  here  that  this  city  was  here 

5 

I  thank  you  very  auch  for  your  participation  this 

6 

long  before  the  Air  Porce  and  it's  going  to  be  here  long 

6 

avening  and  for  giving  ua  tha  benefit  of  your  views  and  for 

7 

after  the  Air  Porce  Is  gone. 

7 

your  unique  perspectives  about  this  particular  proposal. 

e 

Let’s  not  sell  out  our  state  for  the  prof  iter ing  of 

8 

It's  our  pleasure  ?-■*  my  pleasure  to  be  here  in 

9 

a  few  or  short  term  gain  of  the  boom  and  bust  cycle.  Mill 

9 

your  state. 

10 

you  claia  to  love  Montana  so  well,  should  treat  her  and  her 

10 

Thank  you  again  very  auch  for  coming. 

Z2 

future  accordingly.  Let  ua  all  tell  the  Air  Porce  and  any 

11 

12 

who  would  desapoll  her  for  short  tsra  jJina  that  we  welcoae 

12 

(Proceedings  concluded  at  1C;I5  p.a.) 

13 

progress  but  never  again  at  the  price  nuclear  weapon#  would 

13 

14 

make  us  pay. 

li 

14 

13 

Thank  you. 

15 

16 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you.  Ray  Jergeson. 

16 

17 

Apparently  he’s  no  longer  here. 

II 

17 

16 

I  have  gotten  to  the  bottom  of  both  stacks  now.  I 

18 

19 

want  to  thank  all  of  you  for  coining  out  tonight  —  or  for 

19 

20 

staying  with  us.  I  do  want  assure  you  at  least  in  ay 

20 

21 

experience  your  views  as  they  are  submitted,  number  one 

21 

22 

become  a  part  of  the  final  Environmental  Iapact  Statement  and 

22 

23 

total  record,  the  verbatim  record  of  this  transcript. 

23 

j 

24 

And  masher  two,  they  are  seriously  regarded  both  by 

00 

24 

25 

the  Air  Porce  and  the  Department  of  Defense,  and  on  over  to 

25 

> 
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STATS  OF  PMTANA.  ) 

)  SO. 

County  of  cuudt  ) 


I .  Rebecca  8.  Dotoy .  Freelance  Court  Reporter  and 
Notary  Public  foe  the  State  of  Montana,  residing  in  Groat 
Falla.  Montana,  do  hereby  certify. 

That  I  uaa  duly  authorised  to  and  did  report  the 
above- entitled  proceedings; 

That  tho  foregoing  popes  of  this  transcript 
constitute  a  true  and  accurate  transcription  of  my  steootype 
notes  of  the  said  proceedings. 


n  SITUS**  UHCMOr,  1  have  hereunto  set  my  hand  and 
saal  on  this  the  M/"1  day  of  1M7. 


{LiJjUA*}. 


Rebecca  8.  Do by 
Freelance  Court  Reporter 
Notary  Public 

Residing  in  Great  Falls.  Montana. 


INTENTIONALLY 

LEFT 

BLANK 


INTENTIONALLY 

LEFT 

BLANK 


INTENTIONALLY 

LEFT 

BLANK 


E-198 


DOCUMENT  128 


DOCUMENT  128 
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ENVIRONMENTAL  IMF ACT  ANALYSIS 

, 

Ballistic  Missile  System,  within  Minuteman  launch  facilities 

i 

FRO CESS 

? 

in  north  central  Montana. 

•1  '■ 

FUBL.IC  HEARING 

i 

This  particular  Proposal  has,  as  seme  of  you  know,  has 

* 

July  23,  1987  -  7:00  P.  M. 

4 

been  the  subject  already  of  Scoping  Meetings,  that  is. 

i 

- 

meetings  that  were  held  In  various  locations,  including 

.. ! 

BE  IT  REMEMBERED  that  the  above-entitled  Public 

.. 

Conrad,  some  months  ago.  The  purpose  of  which  was  to  identi  ■ 

i 

Hearing  came  on  regularly  pursuant  to  notice  before  Colonel 
Matt  Bristol,  Hearing  Officer,  U.  S.  A.  F. ,  on  the  23rd  day 
of  July,  1987,  at  the  hour  of  7:00  P.  M. ,  at  the  Meadowlark 

fy  issues,  possible  areas  where  in  this  Proposal  might  impac  : 

* 

Elementary  School,  Conrad,  Montana; 

8 

upon  the  environment  of  the  local  area.  So,  that  took  place 

« 

•i 

and  then  something  was  published  in  June  called  a  "Draft 

10 

APPEARANCES: 

10 

Environmental  Impact  Statement"  and  these  hearings  are  the 

11 

Col.  Bristol,  U.  S.  A.  F. 

Lt.  Col.  Walsh,  U.  S.  A.  F 

11 

opportunity  to  get  your  input  into  what  will  be  the  Final 

vs 

Lt.  Col.  Isaacson,  U.  S.  A.  F 

12 

Environmental  Impact  Statement,  and  the  package  of  informa- 

13 

Maj.  Van  Ness,  U.  S.  A.  F. 

Dr.  Mathur,  Tetra  Tech,  Inc. 

Dr.  Kramer,  Tetra  Tech,  Inc. 

13 

tion  that  will  serve  as  the  basis  for  the  decision  by  our 

14 

Jim  Benson.  Tetra  Tech,  Inc. 

Robert  Gresczyk,  Court  Reporter 

14 

government  as  to  what  to  do  In  reference  to  this  proposal. 

1ft 

15 

whether  to  implement  it  and,  if  so,  precisely  how  to  imple- 

IK 

16 

ment  it. 

17 

BY  COL.  BRISTOL: 

17 

The  key  thing  is  that  you  have  to  have  adequate  lnfor- 

18 

Good  evening.  Ladies  and  Gentlemen.  My  name  is  Matt 

18 

nation  about  the  system,  as  much  information  as  the  Air 

19 

Bristol  and  I'm  an  Air  Force  Military  Judge  and  I  was  based 

19 

Force  knows  now,  in  order  to  put  yourself  in  an  optimum  poai  • 

JO 

in  Washington  and  I  was  asked  by  a  Judge  Advocate  General  in 

20 

tion  to  give  an  informed  input  into  this  System,  into  this 

SI 

w««hinqton  to  come  out  to  Montana  this  week  and  to  preside 

21 

particular  Proposal.  So,  tonight's  hearing  is  going  to  have 

22 

as  the  Hearing  Officer  at  a  series  of  a  total  of  six  public 

22 

two  parts.  The  first  part,  Lt.  Col.  Peter  Walsh,  and  certai  i 

23 

hearings  held  under  the  authority  of  the  National  Environmen^ 

23 

members  of  his  staff,  are  going  to  be  available,  and  Col. 

24 

tal  Policy  Act  into  an  Air  Force  Proposal  to  deploy  and 

24 

Walsh  Is  going  to  brief  you  on  this  particular  Proposal  aa 

a 

operate  in  peace  time  the  Small  I.  C.  B.  M. ,  Intercontinental 

o 

1  e* 

25 

it  stands  right  now.  The  second  part  will  have  a  short 

2 
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recess,  and  I  hope  most  of  you  got  these  comment  sheets  as 

, 

that  are  too  simple  or  ouqht  not  to  be  asked.  If  it’s  on 

you  came  in  the  door.  I  would  like  to  ask  you  to  fill  them 

-• 

your  mind,  it's  qood  enough  for  me.  We  want  you  to  ask  it  ar* 

i 

out  if  you  would  like  to  either  ask  a  question  or  make  a  com 

■’ 

get  it  answered  if  at  all  possible.  There  may  be  questions 

. 

ment,  or  you  can  see  from  lookinq  at  them,  you  can  also  ase 

• 

thAt  we  can’t  answer  tonight  for  one  of  two  reasons.  One  is 

this  just  to  register  your  participation  in  this  meeting. 

that  maybe  it's  one  that  wasn't  contemplated,  in  which  case 

- 

Even  though  you  might  not  want  to  speak  on  the  record,  you 

it  will  be  answered  for  the  record  because  we  want  to  givi 

7 

an  accurate  answer  above  all,  no*-  juat  a  ahoot-f rom-the-hip 

« 

Final  Environmental  Impact  Statement.  You  can  actually  use 

8 

guess  type  of  answer.  Secondly,  lt  may  call  for  classified 

,, 

it  as  a  written  statement  input  without  saying  anything  on 

and  something  that  has  to  go  back  and  be  studied  and  an  an- 

H) 

the  record  tonight.  And,  your  statement,  your  input,  will 

10 

awer  given  very  carefully  in  an  unclassified  mode  that 

II 

be  a  part  of  this  total  information  package  that  goes  forwari 

u 

doesn't  inadvertently  disclose  sensitive  information  that  we 

12 

with  our  Hearing  Transcript  as  we  develop  the  Final  Environ- 

lu 

don't  want  to  be  given  on  public  record  that  tha  Soviets  or 

ti 

mental  impact  Statement.  As  you  probsbly  can  gather,  I 

»3 

someone  else  might  get  access  to. 

14 

don’t  know  much  about  this  Proposal.  I'm  in  Court  everyday. 

14 

I  understand  Mayor  Tom  Hammerbacker  is  hare  tonight 

15 

I  was  just  asked  to  come  in  as  someone  who  doesn't  know  a- 

15 

and  asked  me  to  make  a  few  welcoming  remarks.  I  hope  I  Pro- 

16 

bout  the  Proposal,  and  has  no  connection  with  it,  is  not  the 

16 

nounced  your  name  right.  Your  Honor,  and  as  one  Your  Honor 

17 

legal  adviser  for  the  people  who  are  pushing  it.  I'm  just 

17 

to  another.  I  would  give  you  this  opportunity  now  to  say  a 

18 

somebody  who's  here  to  make  sure,  so  the  man  in  the  middle-- 

18 

few  welcoming  remarks  now  if  you  would  like  to.  It's  our 

19 

to  make  sure  that  you  have  your  opportunity  to  be  heard,  to 

19 

pleasure  to  be  here  and  it's  my  pleasure  to  come  to  this 

20 

get  your  questions  answered  and  to  have  the  opportunity 

20 

State  from  which  my  wife’s  family  came  anyway.  It's  the 

21 

that  the  law  contemplates  to  have  a  significant  input  into 

2) 

first  chance  I've  had  to  come  here. 

23 

this  process. 

22 

MAYOR  TOM  HAMMERBACKER 

23 

It’s  going  to  be  very  informal  and  I  don't  want  anv  of 

23 

Thank  you.  On  behalf  of  the  City  of  Conrad,  I  would 

24 

you  to  hesitate  to  get  up  and  to  ask  questions  st  the  appro- 

34 

lika  to  take  this  opportunity  to  welcome  everyone  in  stten- 

as 

25 

dance  tonight,  and  thank  you  for  coming  down.  I  would  also 

3 

> 

W 
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like  to  thank  all  the  folks  from  the  Mr  Force  here  and  I 
think  I  recognize  aom  of  the  Tetra  Tech  people  and  I  would 
like  to  say  thank  you  for  coming  and  welcome  to  our  City. 

COL.  BRISTOL 5  Thank  you.  dr. 
Mayor,  thank  you  very  much. 


Some  people  have  found  this  form  somewhat  intimidating 
Please  Just  treat  it  as  an  idiot  type  of  form.  Because 
I  made  it.  the  forms  that  I  make  are  usually  quite  simple 

JO  because  that's  about  as  fsr  as  I  can  go.  But,  there  isn’t 

U  any  magic  to  it.  The  main  things  are  Juet  to  get  the  check 
if  you  want  to  aak  a  question  or  if  you  want  to  make  verbal 
cooments.  Because,  what  I'll  do.  I'll  collect  these  at  the 

14  recess,  all  the  ones  that  want  to  aak  a  question  I'll  put  in 

15  one  stack,  and  th*>  ones  that  want  to  maks  a  statement  I’ll 

16  put  in  another  stack,  and  those  that  are  both  will  go  in  tc 

17  the  question  stack  initially.  We  will  take  them  one  at  a 

18  time  until  all  the  questions  are  answered  and  then  we'll  go 

19  into  the  statements.  And,  I'll  go  dawn  the  stack  starting 

to  with  public  officials  and  then  with  designated  spokespersons 

31  of  privats  organizations,  each  of  which  will  get  five  minute 

»  for  the  statements,  and  than  private  citizens  will  get  three 

23  And,  I  know  that  If  there  la  more  time,  we'll  have  more  time 

24  and  i'll  give  you  more  time  to  the  speakers,  but  the  main 
idsa  though  in  setting  time  limits  is  just  to  give  a  fair. 
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1 

I'm  responsible  for  the  preparation  of  the  Draft  Environmen¬ 

2  ! 

tal  Impact  statement.  And.  the  purpose  of  this  pressntstion 

:t! 

tonight  is  to  provide  you  an  overview  of  what  are  the  main 

4 

findings  in  that  Draft  Stateamnt.  However,  before  we  get 

»! 

to  that  particular  issue,  I  first  wish  to  review  the  events 

«•' 

that  lad  to  the  Presidential  decision  to  deploy  Small 

7  1 

I cbm  1 s  at  Kalmstrom  Air  Force  Base.  Then  1  shall  bristly  de¬ 

8  1 

scribe  the  basing  mode  and  explain  the  proposed  actions  and 

9 

the  alternatives  that  are  analyzed  in  the  document. 

II) 

I  shell  next  explain  the  procedures  that  are  required 

11 

by  the  Rational  Environmental  Policy  Act  and  then  describe 

12 

the  impacts  thaawelves  and  their  significance. 

11 

we  also  shall  look  at  the  conclusions  dsrlved  from  our 

14 

analysis  of  eystsm  asfsty  and,  Lastly,  we  will  look  at  the 

19 

mitigations  and  how  thsy  may  b#  Implemented  to  reduce  the 

18 

impects  that  wv  have  identified. 

17 

Mow  many  of  you  may  recall  from  my  presentation  in 

18 

April  when  I  described  that  in  January  of  1983  the  President 

19 

esteblished  the  Scowcroft  Commission  to  look  at  the  entire 

20 

U.  8.  Strategic  Modernization  Program.  And,  there  are  three 

J1 

recommendations  chat  cars  out  of  that  Commission's  work  that 

n 

are  of  import  to  us  tonight.  The  first  was  to  daploy 

n 

100  peacekeeper  Missiles  at  F.  t .  warren  Air  Force  Base. 

to 

The  second  was  to  lnltlata  research  and  development  on  a 

n 

small  I  CBM  to  be  deployed  either  in  hard  silos  or  in  a  mobll 

m 

N 

7 

1 

« 

> 
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l  equitable  allocation  of  the  total  time  among  all  individuals 
£  so  that  everyone  has  a  fair  chance  to  be  heard. 

■i  We  have  a  Court  Reporter  with  us.  He  gave  me  bis  name 

4  and  I  know  I'm  going  to  pronounce  it  right.  Boh  Gresczyk. 

5  He's  taking  down  every  word  that's  spoken  and  he's  going  to 
make  a  transcript  just  like  a  lawyer's  deposition  or  what 

7  have  you.  Everything  that’s  said  will  be  part  of  the 
a  record  tonight.  And,  so  please,  when  you  speak,  if  you 
9  speak,  preface  your  remarks,  you  win  be  using  a  microphone 

jo  like  this  one,  with  a  clear  statement  of  your  name  and  if 

ii  you're  a  public  official,  the  office  that  you  hold  and  if 

M  you’re  a  representative  of  a  privata  organization,  the  name 

13  of  that  organization.  And,  if  your  name  is  somsthing 
u  other  than  Jones,  Smith,  or  Johnson,  then  the  odds  are  that 
is  I  can’t  spell  it  end,  so,  it  would  be  helpful  to  both  the 
!6  Court  Reporter  and  I  if  you  would  spell  your  name  for  the  re- 

17  cord  each  time  you  speak. 

18  Without  any  further  introductory  remarks,  let  aw  intro- 

19  duce  Lt.  Col.  Peter  Walsh  who  will  be  giving  tonight's 
jo  briefing. 

2i  PRIEFlMq 


23  Good  evening,  Ladies  and  Oantlanen.  I  am  Peter  Walah. 

24  I  am  tha  Director  of  the  Environmental  Planning  for  the  Air 

29  Force  Regional  Civil  Engineer,  and  m  that  particular  capacitr, 


configuration.  And,  lastly,  thay  were  reconmandihg ,  or  the 
recommendation  was  to  continue  the  arms  negotiations.  Both 
the  President  and  the  Congress  fully  endorsed  the  recommen¬ 
dation*  of  the  Coemieslon.  And,  in  feet,  in  the  1984  D.  0.  I  . 
Authorization  Act,  Congress  directed  the  Air  Force  to  pursue 
a  1992  initial  operating  capability  date  for  this  missile. 
Further,  in  the  1986  Authorisation  Act,  the  Congress  directed 
the  Air  Force  to  prepare  •  Legislative  Environmental  Impact 
Statement  to  aid  in  the  basing  node  selection  end  in  the  de¬ 
ployment  ares  selection,  to  be  followed  by  an  Administrative 
E.  I.  S.  to  aid  in  site  specific  decisions,  we're  in  the  midi  t 
of  the  preparation  of  that  second  document .  the  Administrate  i 
ii  Environmental  Impact  statement,  in  that  same  Act,  Congress 
14  directed  that  the  Air  Force  cap  the  Peacekeeper  deploy- 
13  me  tit  at  F.  E.  warren  at  90  missiles  and  ask  the  President  co 
m  come  back  with  a  more  survivabla  basing  mode  for  the  second 
it  90  peacekeeper  Missiles.  That  particular  recommendation  alec 
is  has  s  bearing  on  the  document  that  we’re  reviewing  tonight. 

19  From  this  point  on  I  shall  describe  for  the  actions 

2D  takan  by  the  Air  Force  to  implement  the  directions  of  both 
ii  the  Congress  and  the  President. 

On  this  particular  chart  we  are  showing  three  missiles, 
n  |  The  one  on  your  left  is  the  winutsman  Nisaila  that  is  current¬ 
ly  deployed,  weighing  76,000  pounds  and  capable  of  carrying 
three  warheads .  In  the  middle,  you  have  the  Peacekeeper 
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1 

Missile  weighing  195,000  pound*  and  capable  of  carrying  up 

t 

tion  of  the  disbursed  nature  of  these  silos  and  the  ability 

to  tan  warhead*.  This  i*  presently  being  deployed  at  F.  E. 

2 

for  the  Hard  Mobile  Launchers  to  gain  access  to  the  large 

1 

Warren.  And,  then,  on  your  right,  we  have  a  Small  ICBM  whic 

.» 

quantities  of  land  upon  notice  of  a  Scviet  attack.  For  the 

i 

now  weighs  about  37,000  pound*  and  is  capable  of  carrying  bv 

t 

4 

second  operational  concept  there  was  one  major  attribute  the 

5 

one  warhead.  We  are  now  in  the  mid*t  of  research  and  deve- 

was  very  significant  in  the  final  selection  and  that  is 

" 

lopment  or  full  scale  development  of  this  particular  miaaiie. 

- 

there  was  considerabie  savings  in  both  costs  of  construction 

7 

In  accordance  with  the  Congressional  directions,  the 

7 

and  in  manpower  due  to  the  use  of  the  existing  inf rastructur 

« 

Air  Force  looked  at  two  ba*ic  basing  mode*  for  the  Small 

H 

existing  at  the  Mlnuteman  Bases. 

9 

ICBM.  The  first  involved  the  placement  cf  the  miaaiie  in 

9 

The  Legislative  EIS  was  prepared  in  accordance  with  th 

10 

hard  silos  that  were  capable  of  carry ing — absorbing  over- 

10 

Congressional  direction  and  it  was  filed  with  the  Enviroraaen 

n 

pressures  well  in  excess  of  those  now  capable  by  the  Minute- 

11 

tal  Protection  Agency  in  Hovember  of  last  year.  With  the  ai 

12 

man  Siloa.  The  second  basing  mode  involved  the  placement  of 

12 

of  that  EIS,  the  President  wes  able  to  make  his  decision,  an 

u 

the  Small  ICBM  in  Hard  Mobile  Launchers  and  whose  survivabi- 

13 

as  you  may  recell,  he  decided  to  go  with  the  Kinuteman  Basin 

>4 

lity  would  be  assured  through  mobility  and  the  ability  to 

14 

and  he  identified  Malastrom  Air  Force  Base  as  the  initial 

IS 

withstand  significant  overpressures. 

15 

operating  capability  base.  He  also  identified  F.  E.  warren 

16 

For  the  Hard  Mobile  basing,  there  were  two  operational 

16 

Air  Force  Base  and  Ellsworth  Air  Force  Bases  as  other  loca- 

17 

concepts  that  were  considered.  The  first  envisioned  the 

17 

tions  where  missiles  could  be  deployed  in  this  basing  mode. 

IS 

frequent  movement  of  the  Hard  Mobile  Launchers  within  a  larg 

s 

IS 

He  further  reserved  the  option  to  deploy,  in  the  Random 

19 

military  reservation.  These  reservations  were  imarily 

19 

Movement  Basing  Node,  and  for  this  basing  mode  he  identified 

20 

located  in  the  southwestern  portion  of  the  United  States. 

20 

the  Texas-Mew  Mexico  Complex  and  the  Arlxona  complex  as 

21 

The  survivability  of  these  vehicles  was  further  enhanced  by 

21 

potential  basing  for  deployment  areas.  The  exact  number  of 

22 

''heir  ability  to  dash  off  the  reservation  on  notice  of  a 

22 

missiles  to  be  deployed  would  be  dependent  upon  the  threat 

23 

Soviet  attack.  The  second  operational  concept  involved  the 

23 

and,  of  course,  the  continuing  arms  negotiations. 

24 

placement  of  these  same  Haid  Mobile  Launchers  on  existing 

24 

At  this  particular  point,  I  would  like  to  go  into  some 

25 

Kinuteman  Silos.  Survivability  was  achieved  from  a  combina- 

a> 

CM 

25 

detail  as  to  the  operational  concept  that  will  go  along  with 

9 

10 

I 

CM 
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the  President's  decision.  Basically,  this  envisions  placing 

1 

military  personnel.  The  increase  in  military  personnel  will 

2 

Hard  Mobile  Launchers  within  shelters  to  be  constructed  at 

occur  over  a  seven  year  period  as  shorn  in  this  particular 

:i 

selected  Mlnuteman  Launch  Facilities.  The  Launchers  would 

1 

chart.  Now,  each  launch  facility  will  be  enlarged  to  accom- 

4 

remain  in  their  shelters  except  for  occasional  trips  back  to 

4 

modate  the  construction  of  the  shelter  and  personnel  support 

th?  main  operating  base  for  major  maintenance.  We  estimate, 

facilities.  In  ths  EIS,  we  assume  that  betwaen  1.5  and  2.5 

" 

at  this  particular  time,  that  would  be  about  one  trip  per 

acres  of  land  would  be  required  to  support  this  construction. 

7 

year.  During  those  trips,  the  vehicle  will  be  reconfigured 

T 

However,  since  the  time  that  this  analysis  was  completed,  we 

1 

so  thst  it  mests  ths  State  Highway  Standards  for  axle 

have  finished  other  studies  that  determine  that  we  only  need 

9 

loads.  The  security  for  the  system  will  be  provided  by,  of 

- 

between  .1  and  1.6  acres  per  launch  facility  to  acconsaodate 

10 

course,  the  drivers  thet  ars  going  to  be  stationed  with  the 

10 

this  particular  requirement. 

II 

Launcher,  fencing,  time  delay  mechanisms  that  are  built  in 

11 

Another  area  that  is  of  great  concern  perhaps  to  many 

12 

to  the  Hard  Mobile  L*  ..icher  and  aecurity  response  teams.  Th« 

12 

people  here  tonight  is  the  expansion  of  the  safety  tones  a- 

If 

main  operating  base  will  provide  the  personnel  support  facilj 

- 

13 

round  each  of  the  siloa.  Presently,  the  Mlnutemsn  has  a 

14 

ties  and  the  technical  support  facilities,  as  well  as,  a 

14 

safety  zone  of  1,200  feet.  For  the  earth  covered  igloos. 

15 

training  area  for  ths  Hard  Mobile  Launchers  drivers.  It 

15 

that  safety  zone  would  be  expanded  to  1,250  feet.  And,  as 

16 

should  be  emphasized  here  that  these  vehicles  will  not  be  ua< 

i 

16 

you  will  see  later  on,  for  some  of  the  other  options  the 

17 

for  any  training  on  the  Montana  roads.  It  should  also  be 

17 

safety  cones  are  even  larger.  When  we  expand  the  safety  com 

16 

noteu  hers  that  the  drivers  ars  solely  responsible  for  the 

16 

the  Air  Force  will  require  or  acquire  a  rastrictad  easement 

19 

movement  of  the  vehicle  end  they  are  not  involved  in  the 

19 

which  will  basically  allow  all  farming  activities  to  contimM 

JO 

launch  sequence  at  all. 

20 

on  that  land,  but  would  just  prohibit  the  landowner  from 

21 

in  the  EZS  we  looked  at  the  proposed  action,  three  Sys-< 

21 

building  any  inhabited  facility.  One  of  the  concerns  that 

■n 

tern  Alternatives  and  a  Ho  Action  Alternative,  the  proposed 

22 

waa  raised  during  the  Scoping  Meeting  wss  the  fact  that  then 

23 

action  provides  for  the  deployment  of  200  Hard  Mobile  Laun- 

23 

are  already  homea  built  that  could  be  encompassed  by  the  ex- 

24 

chars  to  be  sheltered  in  earth  covered  igloos  at  100  launch 

24 

panded  safety  tones,  wall,  I  can  tell  you  tonight,  since  we 

facilities.  The  proposed  action  will  require  about  3,100 

«M 

25 

have  done  our  analyses,  we  have  been  able  to  meet  our 

11 

12 

I 

CM 

> 
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operational  requirements  and  hsv*  been  able  to  avoid  us*  of 

i 

facilities  on  the  east  side  of  the  base  and  a  vehicle  traini 

thoe*  launch  facilities  that  would  h*v*  hom*a  within  th*  ex- 

area  on  about  600  acres  of  land  to  be  acquired  on  the  east 

pended  safety  son*. 

i 

side  of  th*  base.  The  total  cost  of  this  project  is  about 

Another  major  action  or  action  that  w*  have  to  take  in 

4 

SI  billion  dollars,  with  the  peek  year  expenditure 

deploying!  this  System,  is  th*  upgrade  of  the  existing  roads 

5 

in  199),  $215,000,000.00.  The  full-time  civilian  employment 

and  bridges.  Mow,  we  have  already  initiated  a  process  with 

would  peek  at  1.100  peopla  in  1992. 

th*  State  Highway  Department  for  determining  th*  type  of  up- 

7 

Now,  z  mentioned  earlier  that  we  looked  at  Alternative 

grad*  that  will  be  accompli shad.  What  the  Air  Force  has  dom 

8 

in  th*  IIS.  I  will  quickly  su«narite  what  they  were.  The 

at  this  time,  has  prepared  a  Defense  Access  Roads  Needs  Re- 

0 

first  Alternative  entails  the  deployment  of  200  missiles  on 

port.  In  this  particular  document,  we  identify  the  conflguri 

- 

10 

pre -engineered  facilities  at  100  L.  F.'s,  or  launch  facl- 

tion  of  our  vehicle  and  th*  roads  which  we  wish  to  us*  for 

11 

lities.  Now,  this  requires  the  lowest  number  of  military 

th*  movement  of  that  particular  vehicle.  It  is  then  up  to 

12 

personnel,  but  w*  entail  the  largest  safety  ton*.  In  this 

the  State  Highway  Department,  working  with  the  Federal  High* 

1.1 

particular  esse,  the  eefety  tone  wee  1,795  feet  from  th* 

way  Department,  to  determine  how  they  can  meet  our  needs,  ai 

14 

shelter  but,  again,  we're  able  to  salect  launch  facilitlas 

well  aa,  look  after  the  interest  of  th*  people  of  Montana. 

18 

that  were  avoided  Impacts  on  inhabited  homes.  System  Alter- 

And,  to  aid  th*  state  in  making  this  assessment,  the  Air 

16 

native  2  provides  for  the  deployment  of  250  Hard  Mobil# 

Tore*  has  given  th*  Highway  Department  a  stiphend  of 

17 

Launchers  in  aarth  covered  igloos  and  has  tha  highest  of  re- 

1200,000.00.  The  assessment  should  be  completed  by  November 

ia 

gui tenant  for  military  personnel.  And,  System  Alternative 

at  which  time  the  Air  Force  will  atart  negotiating  with  the 

i» 

No.  3  requires  tha  deployment  of  200  Hard  Mobil#  Launcher a 

State  what  are  th*  actions  that  we  will  be  taking  and  the 

30 

at  200  launch  facilitlas.  This  la  tha  on*  instance  in  which 

design  should  begin  next  year. 

21 

v*  had  no  option  and  that  w*  would,  in  this  case,  impact 

On  the  base  ltaelf,  we  could  be  building  up  to  about 

a 

homes  st  25  lsunch  facilities. 

1,700  units  of  military  family  housing  units  on  the  northwest 

21 

Now,  the  pre -engine* red  building  that  we've  been  telkl 

side  of  th*  base  and  we  will  be  building  personnel  support 

24 

about  might  look  something  like  this  shown  in  this  llluatratlo 

facilities  on  the  west  side  of  the  base  and  technical  support 

a* 

N 

25 

Mow,  we  initiated  the  preparation  of  this  CIS  early  in  1967. 
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» 

W*  started  scoping  with  State  and  Federal  agendas  and  w*  mil 

D 

, 

environmental  assessment  was  made  before  thia  decision  was 

i 

had  a  series  of  Scoping  Meetings  here  in  Conrad,  in  Helena, 

■-* 

mad*.  And.  the  impacts  associated  with  that  deployment  are 

i 

Orest  Fella,  and  Lewis town.  And,  the  purpose  of  those 

» 

Incorporated  in  the  baseline  or  No  Action  Conditions  in  th* 

4 

Scoping  Meetings  was  to  identify  issues  that  should  be  ad- 

4 

CIS.  You  may  also  be  aware  that  the  President,  in  February, 

8 

dressed  in  the  IIS.  W#  rs leased  the  Draft  8IS  to  th*  Inviror 

- 

identified  Maimstrom  Air  Force  Bee*  ea  a  candidate  location 

’■ 

mental  Protection  Agency  on  the  23rd  of  June  and,  at  tha  sanw 

■. 

for  the  deployment  of  the  Peacekeeper  in  a  Rail  Oar risen 

time,  mad*  It  available  to  the  public,  and  It  was  sent  to 

baaing  mode.  Th*  consequences  of  this  deployment  or  th* 

9 

all  those  that  attended  the  Scoping  Meetings.  The  public 

8 

cumulative  consequences  of  thia  deployment,  in  addition  to 

9 

has  until  the  21st  of  August  to  make  conment  on  this  part  leu* 

•1 

the  Small  I CBM,  are  also  included  in  this  document.  Zt 

10 

iar  document  and  during  this  particular  consnent  period,  we'ri 

111 

should  be  noted,  however,  that  if  Congress  continues  to  sup- 

11 

holding  a  series  of  Public  Hearings.  Now,  in  thia  caae  we'rs 

11 

port  the  Peacekeeper  in  the  Rail  Garrison  basing  mode,  e 

12 

having  six  Public  Hearings  and  th*  reason  that  we've  added 

separate  SIS  will  be  prepared  later  to  aid  in  th*  final 

It 

two  locations  was  in  effect  a  response  to  the  very  eloquent 

t» 

selection  of  th*  deployment  locations.  Mow.  in  the  CIS  it- 

14 

plea  that  was  made  in  conrsd  during  the  Scoping  Meetings  that 

14 

self,  we've  divided  our  enalyaea  into  twelve  resource  cate- 

15 

additional  locations  should  be  included.  So,  for  these 

18 

goriee  end  in  addition  to  that  we  looked  at  the  safety  consl 

18 

Public  Hear  Inge,  we  have  included  Auguste  end  Harlowton. 

16 

derations.  For  each  resource,  we  looked  et  the  full  geogra- 

17 

Now,  on*  of  th*  reeaona  why  w*  have  e  cut  off  date  for  the 

phic  extent  of  the  impacts,  but  then  having  coexisted  that 

19 

public  comment,  la  to  allow  the  Air  Force  sufficient  time  to 

18 

enalyaea.  w*  focused  on  those  areas  where  the  impacts  were 

It 

properly  analyte  those  comments  to  maka  th*  appropriate 

19 

most  pronounced,  we  also  made  a  determination  of  the  signi- 

30 

changes  to  the  CIS,  and  then  publish  a  document  in  time  to 

JO 

ficenc*  of  an  impact,  nils  la  another  term.  This  is  an 

21 

meet  congreseional  milestones. 

21 

environmental  term  which  can  be  substituted  for  importance 

n 

Now,  tha  CIS  addraasea  eha  environmental  conaequencaa 

28 

or  erase  of  concern.  And.  in  order  to  identify  issues  of 

28 

of  eh#  deployment  and  peace  time  operation  of  the  Smell 

21 

significance  or  impacts  of  significance,  w*  worked  with  the 

24 

I CRM.  Row,  recently  there  was  a  decision  made  to  deploy  a 

24 

State  end  Local  author itlea,  aa  well  ea,  using  criteria 

25 

Air  Refueling  wing  at  Melmatrom  Air  Force  Raee  and  a  separate 

a> 

25 

established  within  th*  council  on  Invironmentel  Quality. 

15 

16 

> 

u 
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And,  lastly,  we  identify  whether  an  impact  was  going  to 

e 

l 

construction.  But,  both  in  the  construction  phase  of  the 

of  short  or  long  duration.  Now,  I  should  point  out,  at  this 

a 

program  and  in  the  operational  phase  of  the  program,  we  woulc 

time,  with  my  experience  in  preparing  Environmental  Impact 

■i 

require  about  1,250  indirect  workers.  Now,  indirect  workers 

Statements,  the  impact  associated  with  this  deployment  are 

4 

would  be  those  people  that  would  be  supporting  either  the 

minor  and  with  judicious  action  both  by  the  Air  Force  and 

construction  work  or  the  operational  force.  They  could  be 

by  the  location  jurisdictions,  we  probably  can  implement 

>■ 

additional  school  teachers  that  wars  hired,  the  additional 

mitigations  that  will  eliminate  all  the  impacts  I'm  going  to 

7 

police  force  that  is  hired,  the  social  services  that  are 

identify  this  evening.  However,  we  shouldn't  overlook  those 

8 

hired,  etc. 

areas.  The  areas  of  greatest  concern  to  us  are  involved 

9 

It's  our  conclusion,  based  on  our  analyses,  that  over 

socioeconomics  primarily  housing  and  public  finance  and. 

10 

80%  of  the  jobs  that  we  have  Identified  could  be  satisfied  oi 

of  course,  transportation. 

11 

could  be  filled  from  the  local  area.  This  would  bring  about 

Now,  in  socioeconomics,  we  looked  at  six  different 

12 

a  1%  reduction  in  the  unemployment  rate  in  the  region.  The 

elements.  They  were  regional  economic  base,  demographics. 

11 

proposed  action  is  expected  to  create  about  8990,000,000.00 

housing,  education,  public  services,  and  public  finance. 

14 

worth  of  new  spending  in  the  deployment  area  in  the  years 

For  the  economic  base,  we  looked  at  the  entire  nine  county 

15 

between  1990  and  200S.  And,  in  addition  to  that,  the  com- 

region,  but  for  the  other  areas  we  focused  on  Conrad,  Great 

16 

blned  spending  of  military  personnel  and  the  Nalmstrom  Con- 

Falls,  and  Lewistown.  in  the  economic  base,  we  looked 

17 

tracting  Office,  would  put  about  $63,000,000.00  per  year  int< 

at  the  labor  force,  employment,  unemployment,  and  income. 

18 

the  economy  of  this  region. 

A  comparison  was  made  of  what  labor  was  required  to  construct 

19 

In  demographics ,  we  looked  at  the  annual  estimates  of 

our  program  and  what  labor  was  available  in  the  region  to 

20 

the  conuunlty  populations  and  assessed  the  potential  for  as- 

satisfy  our  needs.  And,  naturally,  the  higher  the  proport  lor 

21 

slmllating  inmigrating  population.  Host  of  the  population 

of  our  needs  that  could  be  satisfied  from  the  local  area,  ths 

22 

growth  associated  with  this  program  will  occur  in  Cascade 

more  benefits  to  the  local  area,  and  also,  the  leas  inmigra- 

23 

County.  And,  primarily  the  Great  Falla  urban  area.  The 

tion  that  would  occur.  As  identified  earlier,  in  a  peak 

24 

peak  inmigrating  military  population  will  be  about  8,100 

year,  we  would  require  about  1,100  workers  for  direct 

<j> 

CO 

25 

people  and  they  will  stabilise  at  about  7,600  people  In  the 
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year  2000.  This  will  be  the  military  personnel  and  their 

, 

needs,  they  could  not  provide  houeing  et  a  rate  that  would  b< 

dependents.  This  would  raise  the  military  population  in 

■i 

affordable  by  many  of  the  military  personnel.  So,  it  will 

Great  Palls  from  about  10,700  people,  which  it  is  right  now. 

3 

be  necessary  for  the  Air  Force  to  build  some  military  family 

to  about  18,300  people.  And,  this  would  represent  about  24% 

4 

housing  units  or  provide  that  housing  through  some  other 

of  tha •  population  of  Great  Falls.  And,  with  its  different 

3 

Federal  program.  As  you  will  see  later  on,  the  way  in  which 

demographic  characteristics  in  age,  income,  and  geographic 

" 

it's  provided  could  impact  on  education  and  public  finance. 

origin,  etc.,  we  heve  identified  this  as  a  significant  im- 

7 

In  education,  analyses  was  made  of  all  school  systems  to  idei 

pact. 

8 

tify  their  capabilities  and  any  shortfalls  that  might  occur 

We  looked  at  housing  in  the  area  to  see  what  was  avail 

9 

with  the  inmigrating  population.  The  biggest  intact,  of  coures 

able  and  whether  the  private  sector  could  respond  to  the 

10 

is  in  the  Great  Falls  School  District  where  there  will  be  an 

needs  caused  by  this  particular  program.  Now,  it  should  be 

1! 

additional  1,200  students,  or  an  increase  of  about  9.1%  over 

noted  here  that  it  is  the  Air  Force  Policy  to  rely  on  the 

12 

the  current — over  the  projected  population.  This  will  cause 

private  sector  for  housing.  And,  only  if  the  private 

U 

the  student-teacher  ratios  to  exceed  State  Standards  without 

sector  can  not  provide  or  respond  to  the  needs  of  the  mill- 

14 

appropriate  mitlgative  actions.  In  other  school  districts. 

tary,  will  then  the  Air  Force  supply  the  housing  re- 

15 

including  the  one  here  in  Conrad,  we  expect  the  enrollments 

qulrements  either  through  tha  construction  of  military  family 

16 

to  increase  by  less  than  50  students. 

housing  or  through  some  other  Federal  program.  In  our  analy' 

17 

In  Public  Services,  we  looked  at  the  capacities  of  the 

see  of  housing,  we  determined  that  during  the  construction 

18 

existing  public  ssrvice  institutions  and  to  identify  any 

phase,  there  were  sufficient  demands  or  the  demand  for  hotel) 

19 

shortages  that  would  occur  in  providing  services  to  the  in- 

motels,  and  permanent  housing  will  be  sufficient  to  satisfy 

20 

migrating  population.  Across  the  board,  we  found  that  there 

the  needs  and,  of  course,  this  should  be  sn  obvious  conclu- 

21 

would  be  a  alight  increase  in  demand  for  public  services. 

sion  since  most  of  the  jobs  esn  be  satisfied  in  the  local 

22 

primarily  in  the  Great  Falla  area,  the  increases  would  vary  t 

area  so  that  there  should  be  a  small  inmigration  during  that 

23 

tween  5  end  10%  and  would  require  some  additional  personnel.  I 

particular  period.  However,  during  the  operational  years,  w* 

24 

looking  st  facilities,  we  discovered  that  most  of  the  faclli' 

discovered  that  the  private  sector  could  not  respond  to  the 

o> 

25 

ties  throughout  the  area  were  built  for  a  much  larger  popula* 
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tion  and,  therafore,  could  aasily  accommodate  the  needs  of 

2 

the  Increased  population. 

■1 

In  Public  Financa,  we  looked  at  the  revenues  and  ax- 

4 

penditurts  of  the  affected  jurisdictions,  Graat  Falla, 

5 

Lewiatown,  and  Conrad,  to  sea  what  would  happan  with  thia 

•• 

particular  proposed  action  and  in  all  cases  thare  was  in- 

7 

craased  ravenuss  but  you  also  had  to  provida  mora  servicas. 

8 

And,  in  tha  case  of  Cascade  County,  in  the  case  of  the  City 

<1 

of  Great  Falla,  and  in  tha  caaa  of  tha  Great  Falls  School 

10 

District,  we  discovered  that  aach  of  those  jurisdictions 

11 

would  suffer  continued  shortfalls  throughout  ths  operational 

12 

phase  of  the  program  without  same  mitigative  action  on  the 

13 

part  of  tha  Air  Force.  In  the  case  of  Conrad  and  tha  ponder 

14 

County,  we  discovered  that  there  would  be  minimal  impacts  on 

IS 

public  finance. 

16 

In  looking  at  utilities,  we  surveyed  domestic  water 

17 

and  waste  water  supplies,  solid  waste  collection,  electric 

16 

natural  gas,  liquid  fuel  distribution  systems,  and  in  all 

16 

cases  we  discovered  there  was  more  than  ample  capacity  eithe 

» 

existing  or  programmed  to  satisfy  tha  needs  of  tha  program. 

21 

So,  therefore,  this  area  was  determined  not  to  be  a  signlfi- 

22 

cant  impact. 

23 

In  transportation,  we  looked  at  roads,  public  transpor 

M 

tation,  railroads,  and  airports,  we  focused  on  roads  becauss 

88 

those  other  areas  had  very  minimal  impacts.  But,  in  roads. 

C7> 

es 

21 

EV2-1/1 

facilities  that  had  inhabited  hones  within  the  expanded 
safety  tones  in  our  proposed  set  of  launch  facilities. 

In  recreation,  we  looked  at  both  regional  and  local 
recreation.  Ms  determined  that  there  was  sufficient  capacit* 
on  the  regional  basis  to  satisfy  the  needs  of  the  program 
and  we  only  identified  shortfalls  within  the  City  of  Great 
falls  on  sons  recreational  facilities.  Viaual  resources,  we 
used  a  Hod if ication  of  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management  visual 
Resources  Management  Methodology  and  we  discovered  that  the 
>o  earth  covered  igloos  would  tend  to  blend  in  with  the  environ 
li  reent  and,  therefore,  would  not  create  a  significant  impact. 

\i  Bnder  Cultural  and  Paleontological  Resources,  we  looke< 

n  at  prehistoric,  historic  and  architectural.  Native  American 
14  and  paleontological  resources.  Prehistoric  sites  were  like! 
is  to  be  affected  by  the  bridge  construction  at  river  crossings 
is  and,  in  addition,  there  were  38  launch  facilities  that  were 
17  located  on  land  forms  where  prehistoric  artifacts  are  likely 
is  to  be  found.  Of  the  bridges  that  could  be  impacted  by  this 
it  program,  one  was  eligible  for  the  National  Register  of 
■jo  Historic  Places  and  six  are  potentially  eligible.  And,  this 
21  area  is  known  for  some  very  important  fossil  bearing  areas, 
n  and,  so,  therefore,  we  could  potentially  destruct  materials, 
23  disturb  materials,  that  are  important  to  the  scientific  com' 
34  munity.  Now,  there  are  many  Native  Americans  that  have  ties 
to  this  area  and  we  corresponded  with  several  of  those  group 
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l  we  found  there  was  going  to  be  considerable  congestion  withii 
the  Great  Palls  area,  primarily  during  the  construction 
i  phase,  hut  possibly  also  in  the  operational  phase  if  housing 

*  was  provided  by  the  private  sector  or  by  those  other  Pederal 

a  programs  that  I  talked  about.  Furthermore,  the  txansportatiM 
*>  routes  throughout  the  entire  region  could  be  disrupted  as  we 
7  go  about  upgrading  the  roads  and  bridges  and  this  would  oc~ 

*  cur  over  a  seven  year  period.  Of  course,  only  one  geogrtphi 

9  cal  region  at  a  time.  Furthermore,  there  could  be  same 

10  queuing  on  the  roads  as  we  put  additional  vehicles  onto  the 
n  roads  to  support  the  Small  ICBM  at  the  various  launch  faclll 
ir  ties. 

is  In  land  use,  we  looked  at  the  effects  of  the  program 

i«  on  urban  and  rural  land  uses.  In  the  case  of  urban  areas, 
i»  we  found  there  was  sufficient  developable  land  to  satisfy 
ic  the  needs  of  the  program.  In  the  rural  land  use,  we  found 
it  that  impacts  would  be  rather  minimal  since  we  require  maybe 
is  between  .1  and  1.6  acres  of  land  that  would  be  actually  takei 
is  out  of  agricultural  use  at  the  selected  launch  facilities  aw 
so  of  course,  the  600  acres  that  would  be  acquired  for  the  con- 
21  struct ion  of  the  training  area.  One  of  the  biggest  concerns 
23  that  we've  had  in  the  past  on  land  use  was  the  potential  for 
23  impacting  inhabited  hemes.  In  the  EXS.  we  identified  this  ai 
a«  a  potential  for  a  significant  impact,  but,  as  I've  already 
35  identified  to  you,  we  have  been  able  to  avoid  those  launch 
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and  we,  at  this  particular  time,  no  known  sacred  sites  will 
be  disturbed  by  the  construction.  However,  there  are  sesw 
sacred  sites  that  could  be  disturbed  both  audibly  or  visibly 
But,  the  most  important  concern  of  the  Native  Americana  was 
the  impact  or  the  possibility  of  encountering  a  burial 
site.  It  is  the  policy  of  the  Air  Force  that  if  we  do  un¬ 
cover  an  Indian  burial  site  that  we  will  contact  the  appro¬ 
priate  traditional  leaders  and  arrange  for  the  reinterment 
of  the  body  in  accordance  with  their  religious  custasm. 

The  impacts  on  vegetation,  wildlife,  aquatic  habitats, 
unique  and  sensitive  habitats,  and  threatened  and  endangered 
species  was  studied.  Overall  the  impacts  wars  determined 
not  to  be  significant.  There  would  be  several  small  araas 
of  sensitive  vegetation  disturbed  and  there  is  a  possibility 
of  disruption  of  wildlife  habitats  st  same  sress  where  big  ^ 
game  seek  winter  shelter.  However,  the  impact  would  be  re¬ 
latively  small  and  we  found  that  the  populations  or  apeciaa 
populations  should  quickly  recover  efter  the  disturbance  and 
return  to  their  preconstruction  levels,  there  are  no  unique 
and  sansitlve  habitats  that  should  be  directly  affected  by 
the  program.  There  will  be  an  increase  in  hunting  and 
flahing  attributed  to  the  increase  in  migration  or  the  incra 
in  population  associated  with  this  program,  but  in  Montana 
there  la  mora  than  aufficlant  capacity  to  absorb  this  tncreai 
activity.  Section  ?  of  the  Endangered  Species  Act  of  1987 
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require*  the  evaluation  of  potential  program  impact*  on  a 
threatened  and  endangered  species.  The  Air  Force  ha*  made 
a  determination  that  there  would  be  no  threat  to  the  continui 
existence  of  such  specie*  and  the  U.  S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  ha^ 
concurred  in  that  judgment. 

In  Water  Resources,  we  looked  at  water  use,  surface 
water,  and  ground  water.  The  total  program  requirements 
in  the  construction  years  are  about  800  acre  feet  per  year 
and  in  the  operation  years,  about  1,500  acre  feet  per  year. 
This  is  only  about  .1%  of  the  current  demand  for  the  region 
and  well  within  the  capacities  of  the  various  urban  areas, 
Qreat  Falls,  Lewistown,  and  Conrad.  In  the  rural  areas,  re- | 
quirements  would  be  approximately  100  acre  feet  per  year  in 
the  construction  phase  and  about  30  acre  feet  per  year  in  th^ 
operational  phase.  There  should  be  some  impacts  to  surface 
water,  particularly  attributable  to  bridge  construction  during 
the  construction  years. 

In  Geology,  we  looked  at  the  resources  including 
aggregate,  oil,  gas,  and  coal,  and  soils.  Now,  because  of  thd 
high  need  or  the  need  for  a  considerable  amount  of  aggregate  | 
to  support  the  road  construction,  we  discovered  that  we  may 
stress  the  production  capability  for  aggregate,  particular-1 
ly  in  the  Conrad-Shelby  area  and  in  the  Lewistown  area. 

So,  we  identify  significant  impacts  in  the  short  term, 
however,  there  are  sufficient  resources  for  commercial 


development  so  that  in  the  long  term  this  problem  should  be 
rectified.  There  are  certain  areas  throughout  the  region 
where  you  have  very  sensitive  soils  to  erosion  or  mass  move-j 
ment,  so  we  have  a  potential  impact  If  we  select  sites  vfcer^ 
you  have  those  soils.  Both  in  air  quality  and  noise, 
the  determination  from  this  analysis  was  that  the  impacts 
associated  with  this  program  would  be  minimal  or  not  signi¬ 
ficant. 

We  will  now  look  at  the  impacts  of  the  alternatives 
in  comparison  with  the  proposed  action.  Alternative  No. 

1.  as  you  stay  recall,  entails  the  deployment  of  200  Hard 
Mobile  Launchers  in  pre-engineered  buildings.  For  this 
particular  option,  there  were  about  900  military  personnel  1 
required  and  with  the  reduced  irsaigrating  population,  there 
wer*  going  to  be  350  less  students  in  the  Great  Falls  School 
District.  However ,  overall  the  impacts  were  determined  to 
be  similar,  again,  with  the  emphasis  being  on  transportation 
on  education,  and  on  public  finance.  One  of  the  areas 
that  could  have  been  a  problem  in  this  area  was  ths  impacts 
on  inhabited  homes,  but  again,  I  emphasise  that  we’ve 
been  able  to  avoid  those  launch  facilities  that  would  have 
those  impacts. 

For  Alternative  2  where  we  looked  at  the  deploymsnt  ofj 
250  Hard  Nobile  Launchers,  this  would  cause  an  increase  in 
the  military  population  required  to  operate  this  system  and 
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there  would  be  associated  increases  in  the  socioeconomic 
impacts  primarily. 

In  Alternative  3,  where  we  have  the  deployment  of  200 
HML’s  on  all  200  launch  facilities,  the  socioeconomic 
impacts  would  be  similar  to  the  proposed  action,  but  as  I 
emphasised  earlier,  we  would  have  no  option  but  to  impact 
inhabited  facilities  at  25  sites,  we  would  not  have  the  op¬ 
tion  to  select  other  launch  facilities. 

Now,  we  also  had  to  look  at  the  No  Action  Alternative 
in  this  analyses.  In  the  No  Action  Alternative  we  assume 
that  the  base  continues  to  operate  Minuteman  and  it  continue^ 
the  air  refueling  wing  operations.  In  this  particular  cas< 
the  military  population  in  Great  Falla  would  remain  at  about 
15%  and  in  the  long  term  the  unemployment  rate  within  the 
region  would  drop  down  to  about  6%.  We  also  had  to  look  at 
the  accumulative  impacts  of  Peacekeaper  and  Rail  Garrison  on 
the  Small  I  CBM  Program.  Now,  there  is  approximately  $100  Nilli| 
dollars  worth  of  military  construction  program  work  as¬ 
sociated  with  the  deployment  of  the  Peacekeeper.  This  would 
entail  that  they  employ  an  additional  220  workers  above  the 
1,100  workers  identified  earlier.  Approximately  317  military 
personnel  would  be  required  for  the  operational  force.  This 
would  require  an  inmlgratlng  population  of  about  700  people 
when  you  Include  their  families. 

As  a  consequence  of  those  actions,  we  expect  extenuati* 


of  the  impact  primarily  in  the  socioeconomic  ar.tna  and  we 
would  expect  the  Increase  in  the  school  population  of  about  ] 
10  to  9,  or  10%,  and  there  will  be  a  slight  increase  in  the 
revenue  shortfalls  primarily  again  with  Cascade  County,  the 
City  of  Great  Falls,  and  the  two  Great  Fails  School  District^. 

Now,  the  next  area  Z  should  talk  about  is  safety.  It 
should  be  noted  that  in  the  25  years  of  operating  the 
Minuteman  Systam,  the  Air  Force  has  never  experienced  a  mishap 
in  which  there  has  been  a  fire  or  explosion.  And,  with  the 
advanced  caeiponent  design  associated  with  the  Small  I CBM, 
we  expect  to  enhance  the  overall  safety  of  the  System.  How-  j 
ever,  as  part  of  the  development  of  this  CIS,  the  Air  Force 
is  required  to  hypothesise  what  would  be  a  credible,  like 
a  credible  accident,  and  then  to  analyse  what  the  environment! 
consequences  might  be  of  this  particular  accident.  The  ac-  | 
cident  that  we  hypothesised  assumed  a  tanker  loaded  with 
petrol  crashing  into  the  Hard  Nobile  Launcher.  If  the  fire 
occurs--resulted  in  fire  and  if  it  was  of  long  enough 
duration  end  if  the  reentry  vehicle  was  broken  open,  there  1^ 
a  chance  that  up  to  1%  of  the  radioactive  material  would  be 
aerosolised  and  released  into  the  atmosphere.  Now,  this 
could  cause  harm  to  people  located  in  the  ismediate  facility  | 
down  wind  of  tfta  accident.  The  determination  is  that  this 
would  be  increased  deaths  tv  about  14  per  1  million  people  ex-| 
posed.  In  addition  to  that,  the  clean  up  costa  associated 
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with  this  accident  would  be  considerable.  w» ' r*  not  tailing 
you  to  taka  thia  accidant  lightly.  Howavar,  you  ahould  re- 
i— bar  that  this  is  hypothasliad  accidant  and  that  tha  chanc  i 
of  this  avar  happening  would  ha  vary,  vary  unlikely.  Tha 
Air  rorce  has  estimated  tha  probability  of  such  an  accidant 
to  be  lass  than  one  chance  in  100  billion. 

The  last  issue  x  wish  to  talk  about  this  evening  are 
Mitigation  Measures.  Mow,  these  are  measures  that  are  only 
taken  to  minimise  tha  imacts  that  I've  already  identified 
this  evening,  tea*  Measures,  such  as  comonly  practiced 
construction  Measures,  have  been  already  assumed  into  the 
analyses.  Other  measures  can  be  aided  by  the  BIS.  Tor 
instance,  one  of  these  meeauzee  that  could  be  aided  would  be 
the  selection  of  launch  facilities  where  no  inhabited 
heme  would  be  impacted.  Other  measures  ere  beyond  the 
authority  of  the  Air  force.  Rather  these  belong  to  the  pre¬ 
rogative  of  the  local  jurisdictions  to  determine  how  they 
wish  to  reepond  to  the  impacts  identified  in  thia  particular 
BIS.  It  should  be  noted  that  once  the  local  authority  has 
decided  how  they  wiah  to  respond,  then  the  Air  force  will 
work  with  chat  local  Jurisdiction  and  help  the*  Implement 
that  particular  Measure. 

This  concludes  the  prepared  comen ts  for  this  evening. 
Thank  you. 
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29 

ee 

> 

bl 

I'll  take  the*  in  sequence.  Mow,  there's  several .  as  it 
always  is,  that  have  both  guest lone  and  statements  and 
even  though  it  nay  not  see*  like  e  very  efficient  way  to 
do  it,  we're  going  to  take  the  questions  first  and  then 
the  statement  portion  of  your  input  to  tonight's  program 
will  com  after  we've  completed  ell  the  questions,  so,  i’ll 
be  calling  on  you  agal.i  if  you've  checked  both  the  statement 
block  end  the  question  block.  Me  have  got  one  more  to  go 
here,  thank  you  very  much,  sir.  James  Yeager,  if  I  was 
io  Monty  Hell,  I  would  eey,  com  on  down  to  the  microphone 
u  there,  sir.  If  you  would  spell  your  last  nams  for  us  end 
ir  state  your  name ,  then  you  could  proceed  with  your  question, 
it  air. 


IS  I  Q.  Y-l-A-O-B-R.  I  forgot  what  the  question  is.  The 

roads.  X  live  up  close  to  e  missile.  I  was  wondering  about 
it  the  accessibility  of  our  west  frontage  road.  It  la  13  miles 
j»  north. 

COL.  BRISTOL t  Could  you  com 
with  your  face  e  little  closer  to 
the  microphone  end  your  question  ii 
about  the  accessibility  of  the  roadi 


COL.  BRISTOL!  In  what  respect 
Accessibility  of  the  members  of  the 


for  the  benefit  of  those  who  arrived  after  we  started 
this  evening .  this  is  going  to  be  about  a  ten  minute 
recess  now  to  give  you  e  chance,  if  you  haven't  done  so 
already  end  choose  to  do  so,  to  fill  out  one  of  the  cement 
sheets.  The  most  important  thing  on  the  cement  sheets  beir ; 
to  indicate  if  you  wish  to  ask  s  question  end/or  if  you  wish 
to  make  e  statement  on  the  record  as  a  pert  of  tonight's 
hearing.  And,  after  you've  filled  out  the  sheets,  if  you 
would  either  leave  them  up  here  at  the  front,  or  really  pre¬ 
ferably  on  the  table  that  you  passed  coming  into  the  hell  thl 
evening.  Me 're  going  to  probably  set  e  microphone  up  right 
about  where  I  am  now  so  that  it  won't  bo  too  difficult 
for  you  to  com  down  end  there  will  be  e  stand  here  and  you 
could  use  that  with  which  to  put  the  questions. 

So,  let's  go  into  recess  run*. 

WHBRSUPoai  e  recess  was  taksn 

at  Si 00  P.  n. 


Okay.  This  is  the  start  of  pert  2  of  this  evenings  j 
Public  Hearing.  Mow.  you  have  received  a  briefing  and,  X 
hope  some  of  you  have  had  a  chance  to  seen  the  Draft  BIS. 

The  first  portion  of  this  second  pert  of  the  Hearing  will  be 
devoted  to  the  posing  of  questions.  X  have  received  a  half  a 
doxen  or  so  of  the  cament  sheets  on  which  questions  appear. I 
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public  to  the  roads  in  light  of 

? 

the  uee  of  the  roads  by  these  Hard 

i 

Mobile  vehicles? 

4 

Q.  It  they're  going  to  rebuild  roads,  ars  we  going 

* 

to  be  allowed  to  uee  them?  I  have  to  cross  it. 

" 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Alright.  Col . 

? 

Walsh. 

* 

There  would  be  no  prohibition  of  the  people's  use  of 

10 

the  roads,  whet  we'd  be  doing  is  working  with  the  State 

n 

Highway  Department ,  the  County  Camiasionera.  to  determine 

li 

the  appropriate  construction  on  each  one  of  the  roads  we 

ii 

would  be  using  and  it  would  be  done  in  such  ways  to  accom¬ 

14 

modate  the  needs  of  the  Air  Pores,  as  well  ae,  to  ensure 

14 

that  the  interests  of  the  people  «.f  ."or.-a.ui  axe  prer acted  as 

I* 

well. 

IT 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Go  ahead,  sir. 

IS 

if  you  have  a  follow-up? 

IS 

Q.  l  have  another  question  about  water.  We  don't  have 

JO 

any  water  up  there,  drilled  welle.  etc. 

a 

COL.  BRISTOL:  In  othet  words. 

n 

what  would  be  the  impact  of  this  i 

XI 

proposal  on  water  supply?  ' 

34 

0.  Row  ere  you  going  to  get  water  where  there  is  none,  as 

» 

far  ee  welle  ere  concerned  and  you  will  have  to  have  people  j 

a» 

N 

1 2 

-v 

t 

Os 

> 

w 
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on  those  missile  sites? 

l 

of  the  proposed  action  on  the  camnunity,  on  the  environment. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Alright.  Col. 

2 

0.  And,  the  other  question  I  have  is  will  there  be  addi- 

Walsh? 

3 

tional,  with  the  addition  of  the  igloos  and  pre- engineered 

BY  COI,.  WALSH: 

4 

structures,  will  there  be  additional  security  personnel 

The  intent  st  this  time  is  truck  the  water  into  each 

driving  along  the  roads  as  compared  to  now  and  what  impact 

one  of  these  sites,  as  well  as,  truck  the  waste  out. 

will  that  have  on  our  access  on  the  roads  and  our  ability 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you,  sir. 

7 

to  conduct  our  business  on  our  farms? 

Zane  Zell,  that’s  2-E-L-L. 

8 

BY  COL.  WALSH: 

BY  MR.  ZANE  ZELL: 

9 

There  will  be  additional  traffic  on  the  roads  on  s 

Q.  You  spelled  it  right.  X  was  going  to  ask,  I  have  a 

10 

daily  basis  as  the  personnel  support  to  each  one  of  the 

couple  of  questions  I  wanted  to  ask.  First  of  ali,  where  in 

II 

selected  launch  facilities  is  carried  out.  Again,  it  depend 

the  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement  were  the  questions 

12 

on  where  precisely  you  are  talking  about  to  the  extent  of 

that  were  raised  during  the  Scoping  Hearing  concerning  moral 

13 

that  increase.  In  the  areas  immediately  outsida  of  Great 

impacts  and  also  the  initiative  which  was  passed  by  the 

M 

Falls,  we  are  looking  st  between  230  to  270  extra  vehicle 

people  of  Montana  which  expressed  significant  opposition  to 

15 

movements  s  day.  But,  as  you  get  out  of  the  mieslle  field. 

further  deployment  of  nuclear  weapons  in  the  State  of  Montan 

i. 

18 

the  frequency  naturally  goes  down. 

as  these  are  also  environmental  impacts. 

17 

As  far  as  the  security  is  concerned,  the  security  is 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Alright.  Col. 

18 

provided,  first  of  all  by  the  personnel  that  would  be  locate 

Walsh. 

19 

at  each  one  of  the  selected  launch  facilities.  There  would 

BY  COL.  WALSH: 

so 

be  fencing,  there  would  be  delay  mechanisms  that  are  built 

Both  the  previous  actions  of  the  people  of  the  State 

Si 

into  the  Hard  Mobile  Launcher,  and  there  would  be  the  respom 

of  Montana,  as  well  as,  the  moral  issue,  it's  not  an  appro- 

23 

crews- -security  response  crews  that  would  be  located  st  the 

priate  subject  to  be  included  in  the  Environmental  Impact 

23 

Leunch  Control  Facilities. 

Statement.  The  National  Environmental  Policy  Act  specif ical 

LY 

24 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Did  that  answer 

directs  that  we  should  be  looking  at  the  physical  impacts. 

o> 

25 

your  question,  air,  to  your  satis- 
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i 

faction? 

t 

residences  that  were  within  the  zone  and  I  circled  the  ones 

2 

Q.  Thank  you. 

2 

on  this  blue  sheet  that  coincided  and  on  just  the  Proposed 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Marjorie 

1 

action,  there  still  seems  to  be  six  silos  that  have  those 

Matheson. 

4 

residences  within  that  ares.  Now,  is  there  something  I’m 

MARJORIE  MATHESON:  I  did  not 

not  understanding? 

wish  to  make  any  statement  or  ask 

BY  COL.  WALSH: 

7 

any  question. 

7 

Do  you  hsvs  it  for  the  right  distance  because  the  Pro- 

8 

COL.  BRISTOL:  I'm  sorry,  Mrs. 

8 

posed  action  you're  looking  at  a  restrictive  easement  that 

9 

Matheson.  I  must  have  misread  the 

9 

extends  1,250.  Some  of  the  other  areas  you  are  talking 

1(1 

form.  Excuse  me.  David  Oien. 

10 

about  have  to  be  restricted  and  even  goes  up  to  1,795. 

11 

MR.  DAVID  OI $N: 

11 

So,  a  facility  that  maybe  in  the  Proposed  action,  may  have 

12 

12 

a  house  that’s  located,  say,  1,300  feet  from  the  launch 

13 

tion,  but  part  of  what  t  would  have  to  say  would  maybe  be 

13 

facility,  so  we  would  not  have  an  impacted  facility  in 

14 

more  easily  answered  now. 

14 

the  Proposed  action,  but  if  you  have  that  same  facility  for 

IS 

COL.  BRISTOL:  You  may  proceed 

15 

Alternative  No.  1,  then  that  house  would  be  impacted  and 

16 

Q.  In  reference  to  the  possible  evacuation  of  farm 

16 

hopefully  we  would  not  pick  that  particular  launch  facility 

17 

families.  Is  this  blue  sheet  current  or  is  the  new  plan 

17 

if  we  went  with  this  Alternative  No.  1. 

18 

make  this  sheet  obsolete  as  far  as  the  silos  that  would 

18 

Q.  X  matched  this  up.  Proposed  action  on  the  blue  sheet 

19 

be-- 

19 

compared  to  the  Proposed  Action  in  the  book  and  six  of  them 

20 

8X  COL.  WALSp: 

JO 

coincided,  for  instance.  Silo  COM  B-9,  B-2,  N-2,  0-15, 

21 

That  is  the  current  Propoeal,  current  set  for  each  one 

21 

S-33  was  in  the  book  Proposed  action  sa  having  residences  o 

23 

of  these  options. 

23 

them  in  this  zone.  And.  those  also  appear  on  this  blue  ahee 

23 

Q.  Ae  you’re  saying  that,  I  just  quickly  went  through 

23 

And,  I  just  guess  I'm  confused,  you  said,  now  we  can  guarante< 

24 

and  compared  that  table  on  4-149,  or  whatever  page  that  is 

24 

that  there  will  be  no  one  removed  from  the  residence-,  where 

25 

on,  and  the  Proposed  action  had  a  number  of  38  houses,  or  38 

o> 

25 

numbers  on  the  blue  sheet  coincide  with  the  numbers  on  the 

35 

' — 

36 

es 

> 

U 
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book  which  say  they  will  be  impacted. 


COL.  wkLSNi  Thank  you  foe 
input.  Me  will  look  into  that. 


COL.  BAISTOL:  Thank  you,  *ir. 


0.  I'a  Idward  Larson.  President  of  D  4  D  Land  Company, 
Box  33,  Ledger,  Montana.  1  ha  vs  a  Q12  missile  sits  on  sy 
plaos.  I  would  liks  to  give  a  littls  dsacription  of  what 
io  my  question  will  com  to  bars.  This  Q12  is  an  10  aers 
)i  farming  block.  On  tbs  north  and  of  this  10  aors  block, 
u  whsrs  ths  ■issils  is.  Z  hava  a  fiald  that's  got  this  10 

is  aorsa  and  it's  cut  into  two  fields  Z  finished  seeding.  Z 

m  finished  seeding  in  a  J4  foot  block  with  a  34  foot  outfit, 
is  How,  acccording  to  your,  the  Launch  facility  Modification 
k  concept  for  the  Snail  I CBM,  on  page  1-15,  they  show  that 
it  this  new  alssile  is  going  to  be  sticking  out  the  other 
is  direction  into  another  SO  acre  block,  xf  they  go  out 

into  this  SO  acre  block,  I  will  be  faced  with  another  fiel 

another  10  acres  cut  into  two  more  fields.  X  an  wondering 
if  it's  possible  that  they  can  nove  this  thing  ao  Z  can  still 
all  your  nlsailea  stuff  can  stay  in  one  B0  sere  block  and 


not  ruin  another  SO  sera  block# 


COL  BRISTOL t  Col. 
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Yea,  wa  can  work  with  you  on  that  and  wa  shall,  we 
will  get  together  with  our  siting  contractor  and  see  if  we 
can  so: ennui ate  your  wishes. 

Q.  one  nore  question,  how  about  as  far  as  the  police 
security  around  these  sites,  are  they  going  to  be  worse  than 
what  they  are  on  this  one  or  better? 

The  security  that  will  be  provided  will  be  or  a  alalia 
nature  to  that  that  is  current.  Mowevar.  if  you  hava  a  pro¬ 
to  blam  with  what's  going  mi  right  new,  wa  would  Ilka  to  know 
n  that  so  wa  can  taka  csra  of  it.  Bacauaa  if  thara  is  a  pro- 
u  blsei  that  exists ,  wa  naad  to  know  as  soon  as  poeslbls  so  wa 
ii  can  fl>  it. 

m  Q.  Do  you  went  it  right  now? 
it 

*•  You  can  give  it  to  us  right  now  or  you  can  give  it  to 

it  ua  after  the  nesting  is  over.  We  had  the  sane  situation  that 
occurred  leat  tine.  soMone  wee  vary  upaat  about  aoM thing 
that  was  on-going  for  ease  tine  and  'the  probiea  hed  festered 
that  we  hadn’t  been  able  to  take  any  positive  action  because 
ll  we  were  unewere  of  the  situation.  So,  if  you  could  tell  us 
whet  it  is,  wa  will  asks  sure  that  the  appropriate  person  is 
notified  on  bees.  Me  have  taken  similar  actions  from 
similar  concerns  that  were  raised  at  Karlowtoc  two  nights 


Z  think  it  would  be  a  good  idea  to  bring  it  up  right 


Could  I  say  one  thing  first?  I 'a  from  SAC  and  I've 
been  assigned  to  Malastrom,  where,  in  feet,  an  OPS  Officer  i 
the  544th.  Z'a  familiar  with  the  problems ,  the  occasional 
problame  we  have  with  security  police  and  peopis  in  the  fls 
If  you  hive  a  specific  instance,  would  you  see  me  after,  I 
cen  talk  to  you  about  that  and  talk  to  the  people  et  the 


u  Q.  1  v—tld  like  to  bring  it  up  here  and  Z  would  like  to 

13  have  it  on  the  record,  Z  believe,  would  be  the  proper  thing. 

i«  Approximately  two  weeks  ago,  t  was  out  checking  for  graaa- 
>5  hoppers  on  a  motorcycle.  Z  stopped  off  at  the  blecktop  r 
is  and  I  checked  for  grasshopper a ,  there  wes  a  pick-up  in  012 . 
17  Z  drove  my  motorcycle  in  ay  wheat  field  up  on  the  weet  aide  of 
Q12.  1  was  m  ay  wheatfiald.  1  had  the  guard  tram  ths  in- 


aide  the  missile  coi 


running  up  to  the  fence  with  his  M14 


and  challenge  me  to  wanting  to  know  t  was  doing  up  thera.  I 
told  him  I  was  checking  for  grasshoppers.  Me  informed  me 
not  to  come  over  the  boundary  line.  I  asked  him  where  the 
boundary  line  wae.  Me  kind  of  him -hawed  around  as  though  he 
did  not  know.  Finally  he  said  it's  the  fence.  If  this  ia 
the  case  that  Z  have  to  stay  25  feet  back  from  that  lance, 


why  isn't  there  signs  put  on  that  fence  or  25  feet  and  stay 
beck?  And,  also,  if  you  guys,  when  you're  working  on  those 
sites,  don’t  went  us  farmers  around  there,  why  don’t  you 
put  up  signs  stating  that  today  you  will  stay  back  1,500  tee 
1,000,  or  20,  whatever  it  la. 

COL.  ZftAACSOM:  X  thank  you 
for  that.  See  me  after,  if  you 
would,  and  Z’ll  get  the  details  and 
Z’ll  take  it  beck  to  the  base. 

0.  X  believe  it’s  all  on  the  record.  Thank  you. 

COL.  HtXSTO)  The  original 
question  ia  the  security,  it  X  hea 
it  right  waa  that  there  wouldn't  be 


any  substantially  different  system 
from  the  security  standpoint  for 


the  additional  operations  than  what 
exists  under  the  current  regime. 


That's  true,  xt  would  be  assent ielly  the  same  eecunt 
aa  you  know  now  out  there.  Me  will  have  roving  patrola  that 
i)  |  will  be  checking  out  the  L.  P.’s  one  difference  is  that  we 
should  see  a  reduction  in  the  number  of  security  police  who 
|  are  moving  from  the  ranch  houer  or  the  launch  oontrol  faci¬ 
lities  to  the  L.  P.  ,  for  chose  L.  P.  ’a  that  have  the  Nerd 
Nobile  Launchers  on  them.  Because  there's  people  on  site 
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1 

that  can  do  some  assessment,  so  that  should  reduce  that. 

1 

off  the  sites  would  either  be  when  they  go  back  to  the  base 

••i 

0-  What  an  L.  P.  mean? 

•-* 

for  a  maintenance  once  a  year,  at  which  time  they  would  go 

■1 

COL.  ISAACSON:  Oh,  I’m  sorry. 

• 

a  normal  speed  in  a  convoy,  or  if  we  have  notification  of  a 

4 

Launch  Facility  Silo. 

4 

Soviet  attack  on  this  country,  at  which  time  they  will  dash 

COL.  BRISTOLs  1  would  like  tc 

5 

to  ensure  their  survivability.  You  should  note,  sir,  that 

ask  all  members  of  the  panel  just 

" 

the  purpose  of  this  System  is  to  demonstrate  to  the  Soviets 

7 

to  say  the  words  rather  than  to 

7 

that  we  have  the  ability  to  dash  if  we  had  notice  of  a 

8 

use  the  abbreviations  sort  of 

» 

Soviet  attack,  we  have  the  ability  to  survive,  we  have 

9 

leaves  me,  as  well.  Does  that 

the  ability  to  have  sufficient  resources  surviving  to  inflic 

ID 

answer  your  question,  sir? 

ID 

unacceptable  damage  on  the  Soviet  Union,  and  because  we  have 

n 

Q.  Yes,  thank  you. 

11 

been  able  to  demonstrate  the  capability,  the  Soviets  will 

12 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you,  sir. 

12 

not  attack. 

13 

Don  Marble. 

13 

Q.  You're  going  to  survive  because  you're  going  to  be  in 

14 

BY  MR.  DON  MARBLE: 

14 

your  bomb  shelter.  But,  ell  the  rest  of  us  with  these  damn 

IS 

Q.  Yes .  I've  got  a  few  questions .  Maybe  it  says  it  in 

15 

things  dashing  around  are  going  to  be  blown  to  amithereens. 

16 

here.  1  was  a  little  late  and  I  missed  that,  so,  if  you 

16 

so  I  don't  buy  that  argument  at  all. 

17 

could  excuse  me.  But,  if  there  was  an  alert,  where  do  all 

17 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Sir,  if  you 

18 

these  little  things  go  dashing  off  to,  and  how  fast  do  they 

18 

wish  to  make  a  statement,  we'll  haw 

19 

go,  do  they  go  running  around  out  of  their  site,  do  they  go  10< 

19 

that  in  the  siKrond  part  of  the — 

20 

miles  off,  or  what's  going  to  happen  if  I'm  driving  on  the 

20 

Q.  well,  he  was  giving  his  side,  and  I'm  giving  my  side. 

21 

highway  with  my  family  and  you're  having  an  alert,  hopefully 

21 

but  he's  luiswered  his  question  and  1  have  some  more  ques- 

22 

it’s  not  for  real,  so  what  can  you  tell  me  about  that? 

n 

tions. 

23 

ay  coi,.  wa^s^: 

23 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Okay.  Go  ahead 

24 

Sir.  there  will  be  no  practice  alerts  of  these  vehicle 

24 

Q.  How  much,  I  looked  at  the  £IS  as  far  as  plutonium  and 

25 

dashing  off  sites.  The  only  time  these  vehicles  would  dash 

EV2-1/129 
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41 

42 

DOCUMENT  128 

DOCUMENT  1 

1 

plutonium  is  in  one  of  those  things? 

1 

Q.  My  question  isn’t  about  probability.  It's  about  how 

-• 

BY  COJ,.  WALSH: 

much  of  this  is  going  to  kill  you?  That's  what  my  question 

3 

I  can  not  give  you  the  answer  to  that. 

I 

is. 

4 

Q.  Well,  what’s  the  half-life  of  plutonium?  I  know  it's 

4 

BY  COL.  WALSH: 

* 

at  least  100,000  years,  but  there's  nothing  in  this  thing— th 

It 

5 

As  I  indicated,  the  way  which  we  described  it  in 

says  if  you  scatter — had  an  accident,  scattered  this  stuff 

li 

this  document,  was  that  of  a  million  people  expoaed,  there 

7 

over  the  countryside,  it's  probably,  a  couple  of  100,000 

7 

would  be  '  extra  deaths  associated  with  such  exposure. 

8 

years,  it's  uninhabitable.  How  much  plutonium  does  it  take 

8 

Q.  well,  it  seems  to  me  that  the  answer  in  the  EIS  is 

9 

to  kill  a  person?  You  never  mentioned  that. 

9 

totally  inadequate  because  a  speck  of  it  will  kill  you  and 

10 

BY  cot,.  WALSH: 

10 

it  seems  to  me  that  you  could  expend,  couldn’t  you,  on  the 

11 

what  we  indicated  in  the  document  was  that  if  a  aeries 

11 

BIS  as  far  es  the  most  dangerous  substance  known  to  man. 

12 

13 

of  improbable  incidents  happened,  that  it  would  be  possible 

that  up  to  1%  of  the  plutonium  would  be  aerosolized.  And, 

12 

BY  COL.  WALSH: 

11 

we  could  take  that  as  a  consent  ae  to  adjustments  to 

14 

in  the  immediate  vicinity,  about  two  miles  downwind  from 

14 

be  made  in  the  BIS.  Yes,  sir. 

15 

the  incident,  for  every  million  people  that  were  exposed. 

IS 

Q.  what  kind  of  winds  did  you  assume  in  the  computer 

16 

there  would  be  14  additional  deaths.  But,  for  this  to  hap- 

16 

analysis  of  this  spreading  of  the  plutoniisn? 

17 

pen,  there  would  have  to  be  a  sequence  of  events  that  in 

17 

BY  COL.  WALSH: 

18 

each  one  in  themselves  is  very  highly  improbable.  From  the 

18 

we  assumed  the  prevailing  winds  in  Montana  and  our 

19 

petrol  tanker  running  into  the  Hard  Mobile  Launcher,  for 

19 

model  was  geared  to  local  conditions  end  various  local  en- 

20 

the  fire  to  occur,  for  the  reentry  vehicle  to  break  open. 

20 

vironments. 

21 

and  I  should  describe  an  incident  that  happened  at  a  Titan 

21 

0 .  Based  on  averages? 

23 

Base  with  a  reentry  vehicle,  where  a  explosion  did  occur  of 

■a 

BY  COL.  WALSH: 

23 

a  Titan  2.  The  reentry  vehicle  was  shot  through  two  to 

23 

Based  on  the  most  likely  winds,  yes,  sir. 

24 

three  feet  of  reinforced  concrete  and  the  reentry  vehicle 

24 

Q.  Did  you  do  any  computer  studies  figuring  winds  like 

25 

did  not  break  open. 

CT> 

(4 

25 

we've  been  having  this  spring,  that'll  make  log  chains  stand 

43 
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tight  out,  or  is  chst  «  pretty  avaraga  wind? 

VLM' 

Wo ,  sir.  w*  took  ths  prevailing  wind  in  tha  region. 

Q.  You  didn't  do  any  worst  case  or  just  the  average  wind? 


Me  did  the  prevailing  winds  throughout  the  region  and 
did  scenarios  for  different  locations  within  the  region. 

Q.  Did  you  do  any  computer  studies  based  on  the  assvssp- 
tion  if  there  had  been  an  explosion,  this  stuff  could  be 


>0  scattered  way  up  into  the  air  and  then  spread  downwind? 


12  That ' s  part  of  the  nodal. 

11  0-  Okay.  Zs  there  any  description  in  here  about  that  or 

M  is  that  in  there? 
is  n  WL- 

is  In  the  Safety  Section  It  explains  the  analysis. 

17  Q.  When  you  did  the  study,  is  it  correct  you  didn't  in¬ 

is  elude  any  area  outside  of  the  little  map  on  the  blue  sheet, 
is  On  the  back  of  your  handout,  it  has  an  area  which  said  Study 
Area.  You  didn't  include  any  effects  of  that,  right,  on  the 
21  areas  right  outside  of  that? 
a  inf  COL,  WALSH: 

23  The  effects  of  the-- 

i«  Q ■  Dike  on  the  safe  accident  things  spreading  downwind  ou 


»V  CPI.  WAISB: 

What  we  basically  did  Is  we  put  the  vehicle  into  an 
area  where  there  would  nonsally  be  movement-- moving  and  went 
through  the  scenario  I  just  described  and  we,  through  our  moi 
were  able  to  predict  where  the  concentration  of  this  pluto¬ 
nium  would  be.  And.  there,  from  that,  we  wars  able  to  derive 
whet  the  expected  death  rate  might  be  from  such  an  explosion 
and  from  such  s  plums  of  the  plutonlun  being  released  into 
the  atitosphere. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  I  think  the 
guest ion.  Col  Wslsh.  is  wss  that  an 
ticlpated  rate,  is  that  just  for 
the  Study  Area  or  is  that  for  an 
area  beyond  the  Study  Area? 


16  Zt  was  for  the  Study  Area  where  the  vehicle  was  going 

17  to  be  because  it  wee  only  within  the  Study  Area  that  ths 
vehicls  would  be  moving  with  the  nuclear  weapon  on  board. 

Q.  Zs  there  any  type  of  evecuation  plan  or  consideration 
of  the  people?  Z  mean,  if  we  see  these  things  racing  down 

2i  the  road,  we  know  we're  in  for  a  hell  of  a  mess.  Have  you 
31  given  any  thought  to  what  we're  supposed  to  be  told  or  we 
23  just  st a  oown  the  road  and  run  like  hell.  Is  that  the 

M  whole  plan  here  for  the  people?  Zt  sounds  s  little  gross, 
but,  I  maan,  it  is  gross  whan  you  think  about  it. 


evacuating  people,  etc.  But.  not  for  the  incident  that  X 
10  think  you're  referring  to. 

n  Q.  Tot  the  real  thing,  there  Is  no  plan.  Zf  an  accident-* 

12  you're  going  to  have  an  evacuation  plan?  Zs  that  it? 
n  BY  COL.  WALSH i 

t«  There  would  be  plena  developed  In  conjunction  with  the 

13  local  authorities,  we  would  be  working  with  the  local  autho 

16  ritles  just  as  we  do  right  now  with  Minuteman  to  take  the 

17  necessary  act lone  to  cordon  off  an  area  end  to  protect  the 
is  llvss  of  people. 

l»  COL.  ISAACSON:  Let  me  add  to 

that.  This  is  what  we  do  today  wit 


the  Minuteman  System  in  your  com¬ 
munity.  The  Sas«  has  «  very  de¬ 


tailed,  complex,  and  actlvs  dlsaste 
preparednass  plan,  that  they  exerci 


periodically,  both  on  ths  Base  and 


T?ie  same  thing  would  occur  with  thl  ■ 
System  ss  it's  in  place  new  for  the 
existing  Sjratam. 

Q.  I  live  downwind.  X  don't  live  right  in  the  immediate 
area,  so  I'm  not  aware  of  any  plan  but  Z  will  check  it  out. 

COL.  ISAACSON:  They  plan  for 
the  extremely  unexpected  situation. 
Q.  Okay.  Thank  you.  That's  all  the  guest ions  i  have 


12  right  now. 


>«  W.figfci 


COL.  MISTOL :  Thank  you,  sir. 


Sir,  X  would  like  to  elaborate  on  the  response  I  gave 


COL.  MISTOL:  In  respect  to 
which  guest ion? 

COL.  WALM:  With  respect  to 
the  guestion  that  was  raised  con¬ 
cerning  the  inhabited  homes  within 
the  Safety  lone. 

T(  Win 

In  response  to  your  guestion  as  to  the  hones  that  coul 
be  ispacted  by  the  safety  lone.  As  I've  indicated  earlier 
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8 


10 

II 


14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
21 

23 

24 
29 


thi*  evening,  in  the  EIS,  we  look  at  what  the  maximum  im¬ 
pact  might  be  because  we  have  not  completed  our  analyses 
either  of  the  individual  sitea  or  of  the  sets  that  may  be 
required.  So,  we  looked  at  what  the  worst  case  might  be, 
but  since  that  time,  we  have  gone  to  each  site  and  we've  be4 n 
able  to  lay  out  precisely  where  we  might  place  the  igloo, 
the  pre-engineered  facility,  and  then,  xn  drawing  the  Safety 
Zone  from  those  sites,  we  were  able  to  make  some  adjustment! . 
So,  in  those  particular  instances  where  we  have  identified 
a  house  within  the  Zone,  we  looked  at  the  worst  facts,  the 
worst  possible  case,  but  when  they  actually  looked  at  the 
detailed  sitings,  we  were  able  to  avoid  those  houses.  So, 
that's  why  you  might  see  a  house  identified  in  the  EIS  as 
being  impacted  and  us  going  to  that  site  and  still  being  abl > 
to  make  a  statement  that  we're  not  impacting  that  house  any¬ 
more  xs  because  of  the  precise  location  of  that  house  and  of 
our  igloo.  But,  they're  all  subject  to  adjustments  and, 
in  light  of  the  fact  of  the  issue  brought  up  earlier  with 
respect  to  disrupting  farming  activities,  we're  going  to  be 
looking  at  that  particular  site  to  see  if  we  can  adjust  the 
precise  location  of  the  igloo  and  see  if  we  can  accommodate 
that  gentleman's  concern.  We  still  have  some  manuever  in 
the  precise  location  of  the  igloo  or  pre-engineered  facility 
Thank  you. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  I've  now  gotten 


cr» 

cw 


49 


to  the  end  of  all  of  the 
sheets  that  were  submitted  for  guesj 
tions,  however,  sir,  I  have  one 
raised  hand  in  the  back.  If  anyone 
came  up  with  any  additional  guestii 
on  any  matters  they  would  like  to 
get  clarified  before  we  go  into  the 
public  statements,  I'll  be  happy  to| 
entertain  questions  at  this  time. 

In  the  back,  sir,  did  you  have  a 
question? 

MAN  IN  THE  BACK:  Yes. 

BY  WAN  IN  THE  BACK: 

I  just  wanted  to  follow  up  on  that.  Is  it  okay? 

COL.  BRISTOL:  If  you  come  up 
to  the  microphone,  sir,  and  repeat 
your  name  just  so  it  will  be  a 
matter  of  record.  That  way  the 
Court  Reporter  will  get  it  into  the| 
record. 

BY  HR.  DAVID  OIEH: 

David  Oien ,  O-I-E-N.  In  other  words,  what  you're 
saying,  even  if,  for  instance,  5-33  corresponds  both  on  the 
blu.  sheet  and  in  the  Draft  EIS,  does  not  necessarily,  for 
or  even  if  they  correspond  a  house  that's  at  S-33  will  not  I 
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1 

evacuated? 

1 

explosion  while  the  machine  is  Inside  the  Silo.  The  Safety 

2 

BY  COL.  WALSH: 

2 

Zone  doesn't  have  anything  really  to  do  with  a  nuclear  at- 

3 

It  means  that  after  we  did  our  Detailed  Siting  Work, 

1 

tack? 

1 

that  that  house  falls  outside  the  Safety  Zone  around  the  pre 

4 

By  pOJ,. 

5 

ciae  location  of  the  igloo  and/or  pre-angineered  facility, 

» 

No,  It  does  not.  Basically,  the  Safety  Zone  assumes 

and  so,  therefore,  it  need  not  be— it  is  not  affected  by 

the  worst  possible  accident  and  that  would  be  of  all  three 

7 

this  particular  action. 

stages  of  the  missile  blowing  up.  And,  then  tie  looked  at  tN 

8 

g.  so,  the  house  that  may  at  one  time  have  been  within 

6 

farthest  extent  at  which  degree  the  blast  thst  would  be  ex- 

!? 

the  Zone,  but  by  moving  the  igloos  or  something,  it  is  now 

*» 

perienced  that  could  cause  loss  of  life.  And,  so,  therefore 

10 

out  of  the  Zone.  So,  at  one  time,  maybe  it  was  within  one 

10 

we  wish  to  have  homes,  permanently  inhabited  homes,  outside 

11 

foot  within  danger  and  now  it's  out  of  danger. 

11 

that  particular  range. 

12 

BY  COL.  WALSH: 

12 

g.  And,  the  explosion  did  not  include  plutonium?  That's 

13 

No,  that's  not  precisely  the  wey  it  works.  In  prepari 

9 

n 

just  a  physical  explosion? 

14 

an  EIS,  we  have  to  look  where  we  do  not  know  precisely  whet' 

14 

BY  COL.  WALSH: 

19 

going  to  happen,  or  we  hadn't  done  a  complete  analysis  of 

19 

In  most  cases,  the  plutoniiai  will  be --of  the  reentry 

16 

the  siting,  we  draw  the  circles  of  where  the  igloos  could  be 

Ifi 

vehicle,  would  not  be  broken,  and  so  therefore,  would  not 

17 

placed  or  where  the  pre-engineered  buildings  might  be  placed 

17 

pose  any  harm.  You  would  be  looking  at  the  effects  of  blast 

18 

And,  then  we  draw  our  quantity  distance  of  Safety  Zones  a- 

16 

not  radiation. 

19 

round  that  circle.  And,  so,  thst  is  the  maximum  extant  or 

19 

g.  Okay.  So,  you’re  saying  that  m  all  of  these  propose li 

20 

worst  case  scenario  that  we  c; dated,  and  that's  what  we 

20 

even  Alternative  3,  no  one  would  be  removed? 

21 

identified  in  this  Draft  EIS. 

21 

cot.  «M, SH. 

21 

Mow,  we  actually  pin-pointed  precisely  where  the 

22 

No,  X  did  not  say  that,  sir.  I  indicated  that  in  Al- 

a 

Igloos  would  go  and  drew  circles  around  thoaa  buildings  in 

23 

ternative  3,  of  all  the  Alternatives,  we  did  not  have  the 

24 

that  location  and  the  house  fell  outside  the  Safety  Zone. 

24 

option  of  picking  launch  facilities.  Me  had  to  go  to  all 

29 

g.  Okay.  And,  this  whole  Safety  Zone  has  to  do  with  an 

a> 

N 

29 

launch  facilities,  so  we  had  no  flexibility  end,  in  that 

SI 

"■s 

52 
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particular  Alternative,  we  would,  in  fact,  effect  homes  at 

•-» 

25  launch  facilities.  And,  of  course,  that  impact  in  itself 

■ 

would  be  a  major  consideration  in  the  final  decision. 

4 

Q.  And,  in  all  other  Alternatives,  though  there  would  be 

5 

no  impact  on  rssidents? 

BY  CPI.  »: 

7 

In  all  other  Alternatives,  sir,  unlsss  we  receive 

a 

other  inputs  that  may  influence  it  otherwise,  there  are  no 

9 

inhabited  homes  impacted . 

10 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Alright.  Now, 

11 

we’re  going  to  go  into  the --you 

12 

have  a  quastion?  Yes,  sir.  Mr. 

13 

Marble. 

14 

BY  MR,  DOM  HAULS i 

19 

Q.  Just  «  procedural  question.  I  as sum  you’rs  intsnding 

16 

to  take  constants  until  Septsmher  3rd.  Is  that-- 

17 

99L; 

18 

Sir,  ws  can  taka  comments  and  we  can  take  questions. 

19 

We  ask  that  anything  that  be  written  to  ua  be  postmarked  no 

SO 

later  than  tha  21st  of  August  to  allow  us  sufficient 

21 

time  to  give  it  proper  consideration  and,  adjust  the  documen 

:» 

n 

and  get  it  published  In  time  to  meet  the  Congressional  mile- 

23 

stones. 

34 

Q.  I  read  somewhere  that  they  extended  it  until  September 

36 

3rd,  but  that's  not  accurate. 

cn 

53 

C4 

> 

U 

has  the  final  vota  In  that  thay  hava  to  appropriate  the  fundi 
ao  they  can  execute  hie  dec i alone.  And,  of  course,  congress 
has  the  opportunity  to  review  the  Program  each  year  in  the 
Appropriation  and  the  Authorisation  Kills. 

0.  is  it  correct  then  that  congress  has  not  yet  authorise* 
the  funds  for  this  Program? 

n  wv,  "tear 

At  this  particular  time.  Congress  has  authorised  a  Re¬ 
search  and  Development  Funds  for  this  particular  Program. 

10  And,  at  this  particular  time,  they  are  working  on  the  IMS 

11  Defense  Kills  where  they're  also  considering  continued  Kesear 
ia  and  Development  for  both  the  Small  IC1M  and  the  Peacekeeper 
M  Programs.  The  Air  Pores  and  the  President  hasn't  asked,  et 
t«  this  particular  time,  for  any  production  moniea  or  deployment 
>5  moniea.  They  will  occur  in  future  years,  ror  instance,  no 
It  construction  will  occur  until  fiscal  year  1990.  So.  natural- 
it  ly.  Congress  hasn't  had  an  opportunity  to  vote  on  that. 

it  Likewise,  production  moniea  would  not  be  required  until  latei 
years.  Right  now  they've  )uet  been  funding  full  scale  Develop 
ment  of  the  Missile.  And,  of  course,  the  environmental  sitii 
it  I  work  which  I  am  responsible  for. 

Q.  X  would  like  to  hear  a  little  more  about  Tatra  Tech. 

X  aee  in  the  document  that  they  apparently- -sounds  like  a 
private  consulting  group.  Did  they  prepare  this  CIS  or 
did  they  do  consulting  work  or  what  wss  their  involvement  in 


That  is  not  accurate.  It  la  the  21st  of  August,  sir. 

0.  Just  as  a  matter  of  procedure  then,  after  you  have  «i; 
your  ccamenta  in,  X  suppose  you'll  issue  a  Pinal  IIS  then? 
ffY  SSL* 

Yes,  air. 

Q.  Is  that  for  sure  or  is  it  up  m  the  sir? 


That  Is  what  is  required,  sir.  And,  in  that  KIS,  then 

10  will  be  vei  ^-im  transcripts  of  proceedings  here  tonight  and 

11  at  the  other  locations.  There  will  be.  in  the  document ,  ell 
ii  the  letters  that  we  receive,  again,  in  their  full,  we  will 
u  identify,  from  ell  the  letters  and  from  the  coimaents  made 

14  this  evening,  the  issues  that  were  raised.  And,  m  will 

i»  give  a  response  to  each  issue  that  was  raised  and  aither  dame 
is  strata  why  we  changed  the  document  or  why  we  did  not  change 
17  the  document  in  response  to  that  issue  that  was  raised, 
is  Q.  Thank  you.  Mow,  nry  other  question  is  after  you  have 

15  done  all  tbia  and  the  Pinal  BXS  comes  out,  who  then  makes  tht 
so  final  decision? 

21  BY  COL.  WALSH: 

The  final  decision  Is  the  prerogative  of  the 
Secretary  of  Defense  end  the  President.  Now,  they  make 
the  decision  and  I  should  also  point  out  to  you,  that  while 
the  President  may  make  his  dec la ion,  of  course.  Congress  also 
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1  this  thing? 

^  BY  CQL.  WAL3B= 

’  The  Air  Force,  several  years  ago,  asked  for  proposals, 

4  nationally,  from  environmental  companies  to  assist  the  Air 

*  Force  in  preparation  of  envirormental  documents  supporting  a 

*  variety  of  programs.  There  were  many  companies  that  submit  te< 
proposals  from  all  over  thie  country.  Through  a  source  eelec- 

"  tion  process,  we  determined  that  Tatra  Tech  was  the  beat 
7  qualified  to  give  e  quality  product.  They  have  since  been 

10  on  board,  they  have  prepared  several  of  the  environmental 

11  docisaents  for  the  Air  Force  including  the  Legislative  BIS, 

12  including  some  of  the  Snvironmental  Assessments,  and,  of 
ii  course,  the  Draft  Environmental  Assessment  that  you  have 
u  tonight.  I  should  point  out,  however,  that  they  are  only 
»  responsible  for  the  date  collection  and  assisting  the  Air 

Force,  we  have  specialists  that  worn  directly  for  me  to 
17  oversee  all  the  work  of  Tatra  Tech  end  the  Air  Force  is  re¬ 
in  sponsible  for  the  ana lyses  and  for  the  conclusions  that  you 

19  have  and  can  see  in  the  document .  The  document,  in  feet,  is 
jo  an  Air  Force  document,  not  a  Tatra  Tech  document, 
ii  Q.  Thank  you. 

21  COL  BRISTOL.  starting  off  the 

23  Oh,  I'm  sorry.  Ma'am,  come  on  up, 

»4  please. 

*  LADY  IK  tm  BACK:  I  seem  to 
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be  the  fir»t  lady  to  have  the  coura^i 
to  come  up  here  and  face  the  Army. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  And.  I'm  glad 
you  did. 

LADY  IN  THE  BACK:  I  was  in 
High  School-- 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Could  you  state 
your  name,  please,  ma'am. 

LADY  IN  THE  BACK:  I’m  Dorothy 
Floerchmger. 

BY  MS.  FLOERCHINOER: 

Q.  I'm  Dorothy  Floerchinger .  I*m  a  Great  Grandmother  an<J 
I’ve  lived  in  this  coranunity  since  1913. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Could  you  spell 
your  last  name.  I  hate  to  ask  you 
to  do  that. 

Q.  F-L-O-E-R-C-H-I-N-G-E-R. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you.  Go 

ahead. 

Q.  one  of  the  final  statements  that  President  Eisenhower 

made  when  he  was  leaving  office  was  that  the  Nation  must  be 
concerned  about  the  military  industrial  complex.  I  spent 
many  years  in  the  studying  of  this  thing.  Z  want  to  ask  you 
why  it  is  necessary  when  we  can  not  balance  our  budget,  that 
we  should  be  doing  this  Program  when  we  have  enough  missiles 


W 


and  armament  to  kill  everybody  in  the  world  twelve  times? 
Thank  you. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you, 
ma'am.  Col.  Walsh. 

BY  COL.  WALSH: 

First  of  all,  it  is  not  the  military  or  the  industrial 
companies  that  are  making  this  particular  decision.  This 
was  the  recommendation  of  the  Scowcroft  Conssission  and  it 
has  been  the  direction  of  the  President  and  of  Congress  thad 
the  Air  Force  execute  this  Program.  So,  we  are  here  tonight^ 
executing  the  directions  of  Congress.  The  Congress  is  not 
only  concerned  abov  the  status  of  our  strategic  forces  as 
they  stand  today,  but  it’s  concerned  about  our  strategic 
forces  as  how  they  will  be  in  the  year  2000  and  beyond.  ArtJ, 
it’s  for  that  time  period  that  we're  preparing,  rather  than 
for  the  present.  We  have  to  modernize  our  Fr.igran  so  it 
stays  a  viable  deterrent  to  the  Soviet  aggression. 

Thank  you. 

COL  BRISTOL*  Okay.  Now,  I’m 
going  to  start  with  the  portion  of 
the  Program  for  public  statements 
and  I'm  going  to  aak  that  you — 
because  we've  got  quite  a  few  of 
you,  I'm  going  to  aak  that  there  b^ 
no  demonstrations  of  support  or 
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applause  or  what  have  you,  whether 
the  statements  are  for  or  against 
the  Program.  I’m  starting  out  with| 
Donald  McClain,  who  is  a  Public 
Official,  and  I  may  not  get  tha  of 
flee  right,  Mr.  McClain,  but  I  know 
that  you’re--is  it  the  Conwiasioner 
of  Pondera  County  or  Chief  Commis¬ 
sioner  of  the  County? 

BY  MR.  DONALD  HcCLAIN: 

I  am  a  Commissioner  of  Pondera  County,  one  of  three. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Yes,  sir. 

And,  I’m  hers  to  repressnt  the  Commissioners  tonight. 
Good,  bad,  or  indifferent,  we  feel  that  the  program  is  pro¬ 
bably  going  to  come  to  our  area.  We  individually  have  some 
feelings,  and  we’re  not  here  to  discuss  those  feelings.  wha{ 
we  are  here  to  talk  to  you  tonight  is  where  we  stand  financial 
iy  with  the  kind  of  program  you’re  going  to  bring  to  Pondera 
County.  When  the  rilnutemen  2’s  came  and  the  other  missile 
programs  that  have  been  around,  we  were  m  a  position  finan¬ 
cially  to  be  able  to  participate  in  those  kind  of  programs, 
road  building,  bridges  repairs  and  those  kinds  of  things,  we 
want  you  to  know,  today,  we've  indicated  in  the  meetings  tha< 
we've  had  with  you,  that  we  are  no  longer  in  that  position, 
We're  in  a  financial  crisis  in  Pondera  County  and  moat  of 


Montana  and  we  went  you  to  be  aware  that  if  come  in  with  your 
Program,  that  you  are  going  to  have  to  bear  part  of  the  coat 
of  those  roads,  and  road  building,  and  bridge  rebuilding,  art 
those  kind  of  program.  And,  I  know,  we  have  discussed 
it  before  and  we  went  you  to  know  for  sure  thst  it’s  no  bet¬ 
ter,  and  in  fact,  it's  worse  than  it  was  when  we  first 
tilled  about  it.  So.  w*  csrtainly  wanted  you  to  understand 
that.  Sons  of  the  best  rosds  we  heve  in  Pondera  County  are 
missile  roads,  and  we  appreciate  that,  but  at  the  same  time.  | 
we  do  have  a  lot  of  involvemnt  in  those  roeds  and  we'll  nertj 
a  lot  more  than  just  support  from  now  on. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you,  sir. 
LeAnn  Luaty  with  the  Conrad  Chamber  j 
of  > 

BY  MS.  LEANN  LUSTY : 

I  just  have  a  short  coanent  thst  was  prepared  today  at  | 
our  noon  meeting. 

My  name  is  LeAnn  Lusty.  I'm  President  of  the  Chamber 
of  Cowasrce.  On  behalf  of  the  Chamber  of  Camas rce  we  support^ 
the  Midgetman  Project  for  the  economic  base  that  it  could 
provide  for  Conred.  However,  any  additional  short  or  long 
tsrm  cost  lo  tha  taxpayers  of  Pondera  County,  becauae  of  the  I 
Midgetman  Program,  should  be  picked  up  by  the  Military  Defenq 
Budget,  and  like  Don  said,  for  the  schools,  for  the  roads, 
the  hospital,  and  all  that  it  concern#  that  way.  we  ate 
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concerned  with,  you  know,  upkeep  and  stuff.  Thank  you. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you. 


That 'a  N-O-V-A-K. 

1  just  wanted  to  say  that  peace  is  not  my  profession. 
It's  just  a  hobby  of  mine.  I  wanted  to  make  a  few  coenents  aba  t 
what  we've  talked  about  tonight,  or  rather  what  you've 
talked  about  tonight,  when  we  went  through  the  different 
type  of  environmental  impacts,  and  we  talked  about  visual 
impacts,  impacts  on  endangered  species,  socioeconomic  im¬ 
pacts,  and  so  on,  it  seemed  like  on  every  one  of  those  asses t 
ments  of  the  impact,  at  the  bottom  of  the  analysis  it  would 
say  little  or  no  impact.  And,  maybe  that's  true  for  each 
one  of  those  separate  items,  but  I  think  all  total,  they  had 
up  to  a  rather  large  impact  on  things  such  as  the  impact 
on  endangered  species  and  so  on.  Another  thing  I  wanted  to 
talk  about  is  the  scenario  you  pr  pared  about  an  accident, 
a  possible  accident.  And,  as  Lt.  Col.  Walsh  stated,  it 
was  pure  hypothesis  of  what  could  go  wrong,  the  14  deaths 
per  million  is  pure  hypothesis  as  he  said.  The  truth  is  we 
really  don't  know  exactly  what  could  go  wrong  and  there  is 
no  100%  guarantee  that  an  accident  couldn't  happen.  And, 
the  only  guarantee  thet  a  major  accident  couldn’t  happen  is 
if  those  missiles  aren't  there,  and  if  that  deadly  plutonium 


isn't  there.  And,  so  for  those  reasons,  1  would  like  to  go 
on  record  as  supporting  s  Proposal  that  we  spend  at  least 
five  seconds  discussing  and  that  ia  the  Mo  Action  Alternative. 
I  think  we  should  all  ask  ourselves,  couldn't  the  tremendous 
resources  that  have  alreedy  been  spent  in  preparing  this  Envi¬ 
ronmental  Impact  Draft  and  so  on.  be  put  to  better  use?  We’ v« 
heard  a  lot  about  the  positive  monitary  impact  ana  s 
hard  to  argue  against  those  things.  As  the  commissioner 
stated,  this  county  and  most  of  Montana,  is  in  dire  straights 
when  lt  comes  to  our  economic  problems  and  it's  hard  to  argue 
against  something  that  will  better  the  economy  for  the  State. 


But,  et  the  sai 


s,  I  think  we  should  look  at  the  larger 


issues  and  we  have  to  aek  ourselves,  what  are  we  really 
doing  here?  And,  I  think  the  answer  to  that  is  we're  paying 
to  dig  our  own  graves. 


COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you,  sir. 
Ed  Rail. 

BY  HR.  ED  KRIL: 

My  name  ia  Ed  Kell,  Jt-E-l-L,  and  2  farm  east  of  Conrad 
and  I’m  on  one  of  the  major  roads  that  you  have  and  we  do  not 
have  a  missile  on  our  farm.  But,  I’m  concerned  about  scat  of 
the  near  and  long  terra  effects  on  the  tax  base  of  our  commu¬ 
nity.  Nothing  has  been  said--you  Indicated  there  was  going 
to  be  an  impact,  but  whether  or  not  the  military  is  going 
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submit  some  type  of  an  addendum  to  the  Budget  Line  Item  or 
something?  I  remember  about  15-18  years  ago,  the  ABM  cams 
Into  town  and  a  Major  Gallant  was  with  the  Corps  of  Engineeri 
and  he  was  the  P.  R.  person  for  them.  He  indicated  at  that 
time  that  things  were  going  to  be  great  because  there  was 
going  to  be  a  billion  dollars  that  would  ba  spent  here,  '.he 
tax  base  would  grow,  and  everything  else.  We  developed  « 
group  called  Pondera  Action  council  which  submitted  to  the 
Military,  to  San.  Mansfield,  etc.,  tome  of  the  needs  of  our 
community  and  what  was  going  to  happan  if  we  had  the  7,500 
people  in  Conrad  with  tha  1,500  peopla  at  the  MSR  Site,  etc. 
These  needs  were  met.  Major  Gallant  said  that  that  had  nevei 
happened  before  that  money  had  been  spent  for  the  community 
impact,  but  through  aoma  pressura  through  Sen.  Mansfield,  thij* 
was  Line  Itamed  that  the  needs  to  our  community  were  going  ro 
be  great  that  we  couldn't  handle  it  here.  I'm  concerned  Thai 
if  you  don't  meet  some  of  those  needs,  in  fact  all  of  them, 
whether  lt  be  having  one  extra  Sharif f  Deputy,  or  whatever. 

I  think  the  peopla  of  Conrad  or  Pondera  County  are  as  public 
spirited  end  want  to  sae  the  country's  defense  as  wall  as 
sny  place  alae.  But,  I  don't  think  that  they  should  meet,  b> 
by  Bond  Indebtedness  or  raising  the  taxes,  anymore  than 
anyone  else  in  New  York  or  something  is  going  to  support 
this  complex,  and  I  kind  of  feel  that  it  probably  will  go 
through  because  we’re  spending  a  lot  of  money  on  developing. 


And,  if  so,  I  would  hope  that  all  of  tha  increase  in  any 
of  the  community  budgets  are  met  in  some  manner  and  that, 
did  you  mean  earlier  that  it  was  up  to  this  group  or  local 
people  to  submit  to  you  how  much  or  what  their  current 
operations  there  are  now  and  that  you  would  meet  that --you 
Indicated  In  some  type  earlier  of  an  answer? 

COL.  BRISTOL.*  Go  ahead,  sir. 


In  our  analyses,  we  will,  first  of  all,  we've  been 
working  with  all  the  local  jurisdictions,  both  of  the 
State,  County,  and  City  level,  we've  been  looking  at  what 
the  services  thera  are  that  they  provide  right  now  and  whet 
they  might  have  to  provide  in  the  future.  And,  then  we 
looked  at  what  tha  potential  revenues  that  may  ba  generated 
from  this  Program  will  be  end  what  the  additional  expend ituri  a 
might  be  to  provide  those  services  associated  with  this  parti  - 
cular  Program.  And,  than,  having  identified  what  the  problem • 
or  the  deficits  are  ate.,  than  we  start  developing  what  the 
potential  mitigated  actions  that  could  ba  taken.  Now,  it  is 
not  appropiiate  for  the  Air  For ca  to  com  in  to  you,  to  the 
City  of  Conrad,  to  tha  City  of  Great  Falla,  or  to  any  local 
jurisdiction,  and  tall  you  how  you're  going  to  adjust  to  meet 
our  particular  requirements .  That's  your  prerogative.  But, 
once  you  have  made  that  decision,  then  it  is  incumbent  upon 
the  Air  Force,  end  in  fact  the  Federal  Government ,  to  make 
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l 

sure  that  you  do  not  have  to  have  an  unfair  share  of  the 

i 

That  is  the  commitment  of  the  Air  Force. 

- 

burden,  t  can  only  identify  what  we  have  done  on  previous 

BY  MR.  ED  KEIL: 

I 

occasions.  I  was  responsible  for  the  preparation  of  the 

:» 

Well,  I  appreciate  that  and  X  realise  that  you  are-- 

4 

Environmental  Impact  Statement  for  the  deployment  of  the 

4 

you’ve  come  a  long  ways,  let’s  put  it  that  way,  in  the  last 

5 

Peacekeeper  in  Mlnuteman  silos  at  F.  E.  Warren.  And.  in 

15  or  20  yesrs  for  mil  communities  like  this  in  developing 

7 

areas  of  concern.  One  is  schools  where  we  saw  an  immigrating 

T 

these  casssunities,  and  have  an  impact .  And,  I  well  appre- 

8 

population  that  would  cause  a  need  for  construction  of  a  new 

8 

elate  the  fact  there  is  going  to  be  hundreds  of  millions  of 

9 

school.  And,  second,  we  saw  that  we  were  going  to  put  an 

9 

dollars  spent  in  the  area.  But,  I  would  like  to  know,  how, 

10 

undue  burden  on  the  water  system.  In  both  cases,  we. 

10 

as  a  farmer,  how  I  am  going  to  get  some  of  that  money  so  I 

tl 

the  Air  Force,  budgeted,  in  our  Military  construction  prograf 

n 

can  help  pay  the  extra  taxes  that  we  may  have  for  an  addi- 

12 

sufficient  money  such  that  we  could  give  the  school  system 

12 

t tonal  Sheriff  or  security  or  maintenance  of  the  roads  or 

13 

4.8  millions  dollars  to  build  a  new  elementary  school  and 

13 

whatever.  The  County  Commissioner  said  yes,  do  have  some 

14 

.4  million  dollars  to  upgrade  the  water  well  system.  We  ala< 

14 

good  roads.  Pondera  County  is  fortunate  we  do  have  bad  so 

IS 

worked  with  the  City  in  providing  studies  or  funding  studies 

IS 

much  money  spent.  But,  also,  by  the  asms  token,  we’re 

16 

etc.,  so  they  could  better  figure  out  how  they  could  respond 

16 

spending  acre  now  for  maintenance  than  we  did  years  ago. 

17 

in  other  areas.  At  this  particular  point  in  time,  we 

17 

more  than  seme  of  the  other  Counties  around  because  we  have 

IS 

have  given  to  the  State,  who  is  in  turn  working  with  the 

18 

additional  military  impact  on  it.  you  know,  at  this  stage  of 

19 

Counties  and  working  with  the  Federal  Highway  Department, 

19 

the  game,  the  sack  is  out  and  that's  that  much  more  travel 

20 

$200,000.00  to  assess  the  roads.  And,  of  course,  other  moniei 

30 

and  we  maintain  them. 

21 

would  follow  to  look  at  the  design.  Once  this  EIS  is  com- 

11 

COL.  WALSH:  Nay  I  answer  that 

22 

pleted  and  working  with  local  jurisdictions,  once  they  start 

23 

question? 

23 

making  their  decisions  on  how  they  wish  to  meet  the  impacts 

23 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Yes,  Sir. 

24 

that  are  identified  here  tonight,  then  we  would  likewise  be 

24 

BY  COL.  WALSH: 

25 

looking  at  ways  to  help  fund  imr lamentation  of  those  measures 

<r> 

as 

In  response  to  that,  that  was  s  concern  that  was  raise* 

65 
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1 

in  a  recent  meeting  of  County  Commissioners ,  the  Air  Force, 

, 

For  the  record,  my  name  is  Buck  O'Brien  and  I  an  ap- 

State  Highway  Department,  Federal  Highway.  The  extra  burden 

2 

pearing  here  as  an  individual  on  my  own  behalf. 

3 

on  the  Counties  in  the  maintenance  of  the  roads,  not 

3 

This  hearing  is  to  discuss  the  social,  economic  and  en 

I 

only  the  maintenance  but  the  snow  removal,  etc.,  and. 

4 

vlronmental  impacts  of  the  proposed  Hidgetman  mobile  missile 

5 

again  it's  the  commitment  of  the  Air  Force  that  for  that  wor 

!> 

system  on  Montana.  It's  not  a  hearing  to  discuss  and  debate 

that  la  extraordinary  and  in  direct  support  of  the  Air  Force 

fc 

the  strategic  need  or  lack  of  need  for  the  missile  system. 

7 

that  the  Air  Force  would  pay  for  such  maintenance. 

so  I'll  leave  that  for  another  day.  There  are  some  strategl 

8 

BY  MR.  EQ  MIL: 

9 

questions  that  have  same  bearing  on  the  potential  impacts  on 

9 

That's  just  s  question  that  we  are,  some  of  us  who 

(1 

our  ares  that  X  would  like  to  discuss. 

)0 

don't  have  a  bar,  or  a  grocery  store  or  something,  or  a 

10 

Of  course,  the  purpose  of  the  Hidgetman  is  to  deploy 

n 

motel,  that  will  receive  some  of  the  impact  coming  in,  we're 

11 

intercontinental  ballistic  missiles  in  a  mobile  basing  systei 

12 

concerned  about  what  would  happen.  Thank  you. 

M 

one  that  can  be  dispersed  and  thus  be  made  more  difficult  fo 

13 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you, 

11 

the  Soviets  to  target.  The  more  we  can  disperse  our  targets 

<4 

Mr.  Rail.  Buck  O'Brien.  Mr.  O'Brx 

n. 

14 

we  call  them  missiles,  the  Soviets  call  them  targets- -the 

IS 

you  submitted  a  written  statement  a 

IS 

more  it  costs  the  Soviets  to  hit  them  all.  Clearly,  diapers 

If 

well.  I  can  either  have  that  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  record  or  if  you  wouli 

If 

is  a  good  ides.  Thus,  if  dispersal  is  such  a  good  idea,  X 

18 

like,  you  can  read  it. 

19 

one  Mlnuteman  and  two  Mldgetmen--and  pile  them  up  on  the 

19 

MR.  O' BRIEM :  I’d  like  to 

19 

same  bullseye,  namely  a  Mlnuteman  silo,  with  three  targets 

20 

submit  that  to  the  record,  but  I'd 

stacked  neatly  on  top  of  each  other  like  that,  we  make  the 

21 

also  like  to  read  it  for  the  benefi 

21 

Soviet  targeting  staff's  job  a  whole  lot  easier.  If  we  only 

n 

of  the  people  that  are  here  pretty 

32 

get  tactical  warning  of  attack--that  is,  if  the  attack  comes 

23 

much. 

23 

like  a  bolt  from  the  blue,  leaving  only  minutes  to  reset-- 

24 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Yea.  air. 

34 

the  likelihood  of  the  Soviets  catching  three  of  our  missiles 

25 

»V  HI.  BUCK  O'BMPI. 

X 

25 

with  one  of  theirs  is  swch  greater.  Thus,  X  have  to  question 

67 

e* 

> 

u 
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whether  it's  strategically  vIh  to  placs  all  these  missiles 
in  nic«  naat  littla  targets  for  tha  Soviata. 

Assuming  that  tha  folks  in  tha  Pentagon  hava  thought 
about  these  targating  concerns,  aa  I'm  aura  they  have,  than 
they  ought  to  tell  ua  hew  they're  going  to  deal  with  it.  As 
I  aae  it,  tha  Pentagon  ia  likely  to  addreaa  thia  by  reducing 
tha  value  of  tha  target]  that  ia  by  taking  acme  of  their  egg 
out  of  tha  baaket.  Mow,  aince  we  know  Midgetman  ia  coning, 
the  only  ocher  egg  to  taka  out  of  the  baaket  ia  the  Minutema 
it  miaaile  that  aita  underneath  tha  Midgatmen.  And  I  think 
11  that 'a  what  the  Pentagon  ia  going  to  do--ellminate  the 

I*  Mlnuteman  mieailea,  apecif ically ,  tha  Minuteman  Zl  miaailaa 
i:<  that  are  acattered  throughout  Northcentrai  Montana. 

U  There  are  a  number  of  raaaona  to  think  thia  ia  tha 

is  caae.  Fir at,  there  are  tha  targeting  concerna  that  I've 

16  Hated.  Second,  there  la  the  concern  in  the  Congreaa  and 

17  among  tha  American  people  about  limitations.  If  we're 

18  going  to  hava  any  credible  arms  limits,  we'll  have  to  remove 
one  old  warhead  for  each  new  warhead  we  put  on  line.  Third, 

20  there's  age.  The  Mlnuteman  IZ  is  getting  old.  The  Midgetma 

21  la  new.  Zt  makes  sense  in  terms  of  cost  and  reliability  to 

22  use  tha  new.  Thus,  it  appears  to  this  farmboy  that  the 

23  Pentagon  is  going  to  eliminate  the  Minuteman  ZZ  at  some  poin  , 

24  probably  not  too  long  after  the  Midgetman  becomes  fully 

25  operational. 
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1 

How  many  school  childrsn  will  be  removed  from  the  area 

2 

school  systems  as  a  rssult?  What  will  be  the  dollar  loss  to 

1 

ths  area  as  ths  rssult  of  the  elimination  of  such  a  long¬ 

4 

standing  mission  at  Malraatrom? 

5 

In  Pondera  County,  we  have  felt  this  kind  of  devasta¬ 

•' 

ting  effect  before,  specifically,  in  1972,  when  construction 

7 

of  ths  ABM  system  here  was  halted  in  mid-stream.  In  antici¬ 

* 

pation  of  the  ABM  system’s  effects  on  Pondera  County,  we 

8 

overbuilt  our  schools,  overbuilt  our  hospital,  and  over¬ 

10 

extended  ourselves.  So,  this  time,  I  think  we're  entitled 

i 

11 

to  know,  in  advance,  what  the  complete  Impact  of  this  new 

i 

12 

system  will  be  on  our  people  and  our  economy.  If  it  means 

IJ 

Jobs,  mors  people  and  more  economic  activity,  we  want  to  hes 

r 

14 

about  it.  But,  if  in  the  long  run  it  means  the  loss  of  jobs. 

19 

the  loss  of  personnel  and  a  decline  in  economic  activity. 

IB 

we  also  want  to  hear  about  that.  Thank  you. 

17 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you,  sir. 

18 

Margaret  Novak. 

19 

BY.  MS  -  .HMOMIX  NOVAK  i 

X 

I'm  here  to  address  the  No  Action  Alternative.  My  com 

• 

21 

mente  are  regarding  the  impact  on  public  services  and  on  em¬ 

22 

ployment  as  related  to  private  business  in  this  ares.  My 

23 

husband  and  Z  own  a  supermarket  in  Chester,  which  is  dovnvim 

24 

of  the  ares  studlsd  where  we  employ  18  full  and  part  time 

2» 

people.  Throughout  our  recent  national  history,  our  Defense 

0> 

N 

71 

"s. 

> 

Also  Z  note  that  such  elimination  has  been  alluded  to 
in  the  United  States  Senate.  Specifically,  tha  Senate 
Armed  Services  Committee  alluded  to  the  possibility  in  its 
report  to  accompany  the  rYi8-FY«9  National  Defense  Authorise: 
tlon  Act.  The  report,  written  last  Hay,  specifically  urges 
the  Pentagon  to  slow  the  pace  of  Midgetman  development  and 
to  restrict  it  to  one  warhead.  Zt  notes  in  doing  so,  and  Z 
quote,  "appears  warranted  in  view,"  pardon  ms.  Zt  notes  thai 
doing  90,  and  Z  quote,  "appears  warranted  in  view  of  the 
)0  current  direction  of  arms  control  limitations  on  warhead 

11  levels,  and  because  of  the  eventual  need  to  replace  the 

12  Mlnuteman  ZZ  missile." 

»  This  concern  about  the  Minuteman  ia  the  basis  for  ay 

14  question  toniqht  to  the  Air  Force.  We've  heard  much  in  re- 

15  cent  weeks  about  the  potential  socio-economic  impacts  of  the 

16  Midgetman  on  the  area,  and  about  all  the  people  it's  going  tl 

17  bring  in.  However ,we  haven't  heard  anything  about  the  poteni 

18  tial  impact  of  decommissioning  the  Minuteman  ZZ  system. 

Given  the  likelihood  of  deccxmaissioaing  of  the  Minuteman  ZZ 
system,  Z  think  the  study  of  the  Midgetman  impacts  doesn't  <? 

21  far  enough.  The  impact  study  ought  to  address  the  long-term 

22  effects  of  the  Midgetman,  and  decommissioning  the  Minuteman 

23  is  one  of  those  long-term  effects.  Thus,  Z  ask  you.  what  is 

24  the  projected  impact  of  the  decommissioning  of  the  Mlnuteman' 
How  many  people  will  be  removed  from  the  area  as  a  result? 
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Budget  has  continuously  eroded  the  funding  for  human  service  i 
programs,  we  are  told  that  the  Proposed  Small  ICBM  Program 
will  have  a  significant  impact  on  human  services  budgets  in 
our  areas.  These  are  the  very  areas  which  have  suffered  fro» 
increased  Defense  spending  on  the  National  level  and  indirec 
ly  on  the  State  and  local  level  as  tax  protests  have  brought 
about  decreased  funding  for  education  and  social  services. 
Human  services  in  many  of  our  rural,  small  Montana  ccmmuniti  ia 
are  provided  alaoit  exclusively  by  volunteers,  as  I'm  sura 
you  have  found  out  in  doing  your  careful  study  of  the  ares. 

My  husband  and  brother-in-law  both  serve  on  the  Chester 
Volunteer  Fire  and  Ambulance  Department.  You  say  that 
training  will  be  done  for  emergency  types  of  maneuvers  of 
these  people.  I  certainly  hope  that  happens.  Zt  hasn't 
happened  in  the  last  eight  years,  as  far  as  Z  know,  we  have 
had  no  training  of  our  volunteer  people  in  Chester.  And, 
we've  had,  I  think,  maybe  four  or  five  full-time  people  that 
would  be  involved  in  that  professionally.  The  rest  would 
be  done  totally  by  volunteers  so  that  that  area  hasn't  been 
addressed  adequately  as  far  as  I  can  tell  to  this  point. 

we  are  called  as  a  Nation  under  God  to  care  for  the 
sick,  the  hungry ,  the  oppressed,  and  for  the  imprisoned  in 
our  midst.  We  can  not  do  this  adequately,  even  without  the 
Impact  of  the  Small  ICBM  Program,  let  alone  with  the  impact 
that  we  feel  if  this  Program  is  dsployed. 
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According  to  your  definitions,  endangered  species  will 
be  minimally  affected,  if  I  remember  your  information  cor¬ 
rectly.  But,  sir,  I  would  subnit  that  we,  as  human  beings, 
are  threatened  and  endangered  species  if  we  continue  to  sup¬ 
port  the  deployment  of  Programs  such  as  this. 

Any  economic  benefit  we  as  business  people  enjoy  will 
be  short-term  at  best.  We  can  only  compare  such  a  benefit 
to  one  where  a  previously  unemployed  worker  would  reap  wealt  1 
receiving  a  paycheck  for  building  her  own  guillotine.  I  am 
here  as  a  business  person  who  tries  to  live  a  life  of  lntegrit 
In  other  words,  I,  as  all  of  you,  live  with  the  constant  tension 
of  being  the  person  I  believe  Qod  calls  me  to  be  and,  at  the 
same  time,  run  a  viable  and  profitable  business.  1  want  to 
raise  my  children  and  run  my  business  in  a  country  which  is 
truly  secure.  A  country  which  lives  under  God,  with  liberty 
and  justice  for  all.  My  security  is  provided  by  that  God  of 
peace  and  justice,  not  by  the  false  Gods  of  high  technology 
and  nuclear  weapons. 


COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you,  Mrs. 
Novak.  James  Yeager. 


KP.  YEAGER:  No  questions. 
COL.  BRISTOL:  Zane  Zell. 

BY  MR.  ZANE  ZELL: 

I  would  just  like  to  address  a  few  things  I  asked  as 
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that  were  considered. 

I  would  like  to  also  say  that  these  impacts  that  you 
say  are  not  appropriate,  the  moral  and  psychological  impacts 
that  these  are  cultural  impacts.  These  are  impacts  that  af¬ 
fect  our  way  of  life.  And,  these  aren't  impacts  that  we  ar¬ 
able  to  quantify  and  put  up  on  a  nice  display  and  say,  well, 
this  is  going  to  benefit  this  comnunity  such  and  such.  No, 
you  can't  put  dollars  on  it.  And,  that's  why  I  feel  this 
environmental  Impact  Statement  is  wholly  inadequate. 

I’m  also  very  concerned  about  the  impacts  on  addi¬ 
tional  security  personnel  running  around  on  the  roads,  around 
the  site  here,  will  have  on  the  operation  of  my  farm  busi¬ 
ness  and  my  freedom  to  move  around  on  my  land.  It  seems  to 
me  that  it  will  come  to  the  point  where  their  priorities  will 
be,  not  what  is  being  produced  on  the  land,  or  the  people 
working  on  the  land,  it  will  be  what's  going  on  with  the 
military  and  their  projects  that  are  going  on. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you,  sir. 
David  Oien.  Did  I  mispronounce 
that  for  the  second  time,  David? 


MR.  OIEN:  Oien.  O-I-E-N. 

If  you  were  a  Norwegian,  you  would 


probably  know  better. 

COL  BRISTOL:  I'm  sorry.  Alriglt. 


questions  earlier.  When  you  told  me  that  it  is  not  appro¬ 
priate  to  address  moral  and  psychological  impacts  at  this 
Hearing.  And,  you  told  me  it  is  not  appropriate  to  giva 
consideration  to  the  Initiative  that  the  people  of  Montana 
passad  opposing  the  research  and  development  and  deployment  i  f 
additional  nuclear  weapons  in  Montana .  But,  I  have  to  beg  n 
differ.  I  think  this  forum  is  the  most  appropriate  place. 

Mow.  we  all  know  that  all  the  economic  impacts  you've 
considered  very  clearly  and  laid  them  all  out  in  careful 
analysis.  But,  we  know  the  figures  can  be  juggled  and  mani¬ 
pulated  to  make  any  project  look  favorable  for  business 
interests.  And,  as  a  farmer,  to  survive  until  1987,  I've 
had  to  be  a  businessman  and  this  project  isn't  worth  a  damn. 

I  would  like  to  also  question  the  adequacy  of  the 
studies  of  impacts  on  wildlife.  In  your  Draft  Environmental 
Impact  Statement,  the  only  wildlife  with  significance  for  the 
site  PI,  which  I  happen  to  farm  around,  was — you  indicated 
was  the  mule  deer.  But,  Z  know  for  a  fact,  having  lived 
there  all  my  life,  that  not  only  are  there  mule  deer,  but 
there  are  white- tail  deer,  and  pronghorn,  and  there's  wild 
turkey,  and  they  all  exist  there  in  significant  numbers. 

So,  I  would  have  to  question  the  adequacy  of  your  wildlife 
studies,  not  only  at  this  site,  but  1  assume  that  if  they 
are  so  deficient  at  this  particular  site  that  I  imagine 
there  was  something  going  on  like  this  at  all  the  other  site  : 
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BY  MR.  DAVID  OIEN: 

What  I  have  to  say  is  not  very — so  eloquent  es  Mar gar  it 
Novak  or  Buck  O’Brien,  and  I  guess  not  as  philosophical 
as  Mr.  Zell  either.  I  would  to  address  some  maybe  very 


specific  issues  in  the  Draft  EIS. 


COL.  BRISTOL:  Could  you  coi 
just  a  little  bit  closer  to  the 


microphone.  Thank  you. 


First  I'd  like  to  thank  you  for  mailing  all  of  us 
a  copy  of  the  EIS,  and  for  sure  it  is  impressive  in  bulk, 
and  almost  hard  to  carry  around.  I  was  especially  impress#* 
with  the  fact  that  the  Scoping  Hearings  went  in  March  and 
April  and  the  document  was  produced  in  the  middle  of  June, 
and  that 1 s  pretty  good  work  for  the  Federal  Government  and 
something  that  we're  not  usually  likely  to  get,  I  guess. 

Anyhow,  I  would  like  to  address  a  few  comments,  spec! 
fically  to  the  Draft  EIS.  First  of  all,  it  seems  to  me  that 
the  EIS  was  written  before  the  Scoping  Hearings.  With  all 
due  respect.  I'd  like  to  suggest  that.  At  the  very  least, 
it  was  written  without  too  much  regard  for  what  those  Hearii  ga 
scoped  and  the  concerns  raised  there  and  my  first  clue  to 
this,  that  this  might  be  the  case,  was  found  early  on  in 
the  EIS,  on  pages  S-13.  It  says,  "Scoping  Meetings  were 
conducted  in  Greet  Falla,  Lewistown.  Miles  City,  and  Helena  " 
Conrad  was  omitted.  Perhaps  it  was  simply  a  typographical 
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1 

error,  but  I’ve  been  following  the  contra  Hearings 

1 

document.  In  my  own  testimony,  I  questioned  the  generality 

2 

and  it  seems  that  what  ia  not  said  is  more  important  than 

■-! 

and  vagus ness  of  the  Legislative  BIS  and  you  assured  me  that 

I 

what  actually  la  said  and  so  it  made  me  wonder.  Anyhow,  ic 

■I 

this  Draft  BIS  would  deal  with  the  specifics,  but  it  does 

I 

struck  me  as  odd,  especially  since  the  Conrad  Hearings  wars 

* 

not.  At  least  certainly  not  the  specifics  that  we  askmd  you 

delayed  a  coup la  of  weeks .  it  almost  seems  like  maybe  the 

* 

about  three  month*  ago.  This  document  reports  primarily  on 

Draft  was  written,  you  know,  before  we  had  our  Hearings. 

the  requirements  in  terms  of  resources  for  Midgetman .  how 

7 

And,  as  r  continued  to  read  the  BIS,  it  seemed  to  me  that 

7 

much  gravel,  how  much  land,  how  much  water,  be*  many  people. 

* 

the  vast  majority  of  tha  concarns  that  were  expressed  in 

8 

and  so  forth.  The  requirements  is  what  you  need  to  build  on 

9 

their  specifics  at  Conrad,  the  Conrad  Hearing,  and  othor 

9 

7he  impacts  are  what  we  suffer  if  you  do.  This  EIS  does  not 

1J 

Hearings,  were  actually  not  ansverad  in  this  BIS.  For  in- 

10 

talk  about  the  higher  cost  of  goods  and  services ,  the 

II 

stance,  at  the  Scoping  Hearings  here,  1  heard  questions  re- 

I! 

increased  taxes,  ths  larger  welfare  rolls,  and  so  forth. 

12 

lating  to  weed  control,  the  interference  and  availability 

12 

That’s  what  the  folks  at  the  Scoping  Hearing  were  asking. 

IS 

of  irrigation  water,  increased  cost  of  auto  insurance,  which. 

13 

Those  are  the  questions  that  we  thought  you  were  accepting  so 

14 

apperentiy  a  local  agent  said  occurred  as  a  direct  result  of 

14 

would  be  answered.  Mow,  assuming  that  the  Transcript  of  that 

19 

the  ABM  traffic.  Increased  risk  of  auto  accidents,  the  like- 

15 

Hearing  still  sxists,  and  has  not  been  messed  up  with  Col. 

!« 

lihood  of  arrival  of  more  migrant  workers  than  jobs,  the  in- 

16 

North  in  his  shredding  machine — 

I? 

creased  burden  on  taxpayers  for  social  aarvices,  the  increaai 

17 

COL.  BRISTOL:  I  have  a  copy. 

16 

in  Federal  taxes  in  order  to  come  up  with  40  billion  dollars 

18 

You  have  a  copy.  Okay.  Good.  Perhaps  such  concarns 

It 

to  build  the  system,  the  psychological  effect  of  ever- 

19 

could  be  resurrected  and  addressed  in  the  Final  Draft.  My 

20 

increasing  military  presence  in  the  rural  consnunity,  and,  ths 

20 

concerns  with  the  dislocated  families  was  already  answered 

21 

effect  of  the  No  Action  Alternative.  In  terms  of  what  would 

21 

and  I  thank  you  for  that. 

23 

be  the  results  if  the  citizens  were  allowed  to  spend  their 

23 

I  also  have  a  concern  that,  while  it  might  be  argued 

23 

own  40  billion  dollars  or  some  or  all  of  it  were  spent  on 

23 

that  this  EIS  does  a  reasonable  job  in  outlining  the  requira- 

24 

socially  productive  projects. 

24 

ments  of  the  construction  phase,  it  does  not  do  an  adequate 

2» 

Mow,  none  of  these  concerns  were  addressed  in  this 

CT> 

eu 

29 

job  with  the  operational  phase.  And,  there  are  several 

77 

-V. 

78 

DOCUMENT  128 


DOCUMENT  128 


DOCUMENT  1 


2 


JO 

M 

12 

|:< 

14 

15 
JS 
17 
19 

19 

20 
21 
n 

23 

24 
as 


example*  of  this,  but  I  will  mention  just  one .  The  heart 
of  the  Midgetman  System  is  the  Hard  Mobile  Launcher.  But, 
its  movements  in  peacetime  are  cursorily  mentioned  and  no 
analysis  is  in  the  Draft  BIS.  As  I  understand  it,  there  will 
be  200  Hard  Mobile  Launchers.  Bach  one  makes  one  trip  to  snl 
from  Kaljastrom  every  year.  How.  it  seems  like  no  big  deal 
in  the  BIS.  what  that  essentially  means  is  400  trips  per 
year.  This  vehicle  is  14  feet  wide  and  105  feet  long.  The 
law  of  aver ayes  say  that  there  will  be  one  or  more  of  these 
beasts  on  the  road  every  day  of  the  year  and  they  all  con¬ 
verge  on  Orest  Palls.  1  want  to  know  how  this  works  in  real 
life?  Do  they  travel  on  10th  Avenue  South  with  their 
entourage  and  security  people  and  helicopters,  and  how  many 
go  through  the  town  of  Conrad  and  how  often?  Those  are  gues  ■ 
tione  we  have  as  citisena  that  the  Draft  does  not  address. 
And,  what  does  this  mean  for  local  traffic,  for  school  busses 
for  20  foot  wide  farm  equipment,  and  so  forth.  I  think  who¬ 
ever  wrote  this  really  had  no  conception  about  the  Hard 
Mobile  Launcher  in  real  life.  It’s  eesy  to  conceptualise, 
but  it'e,  I  think,  much  more  difficult  to  actually  live  with. 

And,  what  happens  in  war  time?  The  purpose  of  these 
things  are  to  wage  war  and  you  must  assume  on  some  of  them 
they  will  be  used  unless  they  are  totally  useless.  In  times 
of  alert  or  tension,  will  they  be  cruieing  the  road.  It  seem  i 
to  me  there’s  besn  hundreds  or  thousands  of  alsrts  during  th  > 


past  decade.  In  times  of  war,  I  assume  that  thay’ll  all  be 
out  on  the  road.  Hew,  the  last  I  heard,  in  time  of  w*r,  thJ 
citicens  of  this  County  are  supposed  to  Jump  into  their  care 
and  trucks  and  drive  in  an  orderly  fashion  to  Kalispell.  IfJ 
it's  this  time  of  year,  we  can  pick  cherries  which  would  ba 
nics.  Okay,  now,  how  doss  the  Herd  Mobile  Launcher  enter  iif 
to  this7  There  will  probably  be  s  couple  dosen  Herd  Mobile 
Launchers  speeding  along  our  roade  at  CO  miles  an  hour,  we'fe 
talking  wartime  now.  Are  there  evacuation  plana  that  will  < 
low  us  to  avoid  the  roads  that  the  ML 'a  are  on,  because  I  i 
sum*  they  will  not  alow  down  if  they  see  us  coming-  If  thei 
are  plans,  will  the  local  Emergency  Coordinator  know  of  thsd, 
and  if  she  does  know  of  them,  will  she  tell  ue?  will  we  get) 
to  practice  dodging  lV4L's  doing  60  miles  an  hour  pest  our 
doorsteps?  And,  conversely,  will  they  get  to  practice  dodg: 
erased  citizens  and  strings  of  cars  backed  up  welting  for 
some  stop  light  to  change  somewhere?  Mow,  some  may  scoff, 
but  if  this  is  reel,  40  billion  dollars  is  spent  to  protect 
citisena  of  this  country,  I'd  like  to  be  reaaaured  that  my 
family  and  I  won’t  end  up  being  trapped  in  the  holocaust 
that  would  follow  the  uae  of  the  Midgetman.  How,  at  the 
very  ldast,  we  should  have  some  assurance  of  escaping  the 
embarrassment  of  being  killed  by  our  own  Air  Force. 

Finally,  I  assume  that  the  renovated  silo  facilities 
will  be  tested  and  not  one  page  of  the  document  mentions 


7» 


> 

W 


80 


J 


EV2-1/129  EV2-1/129 


DOCUMENT  128 

1 

this  or  assessed  its  impact.  It's  my  understanding  that  in 

the  1970's  a  number  of  Minuteman  Silos  were  tested  and 

1 

electronic  simulation  of  nuclear  attack  by  use  of  a  huge 

4 

dose  of  electromagnetic  pulse,  or  BMP.  Well,  this  was  all 

5 

very  hush,  hush  at  the  time,  the  evidence  indicates,  and 

- 

I  should  mention  that  there  were  a  number  of  lawsuits  filed 

7 

in  this  regard  years  ago,  but  the  evidence  indicates  that  a 

8 

number  of  residents  near  silos  being  tested  developed 

9 

various  exotic  diseases  and  cancers  and  some  of  them  even¬ 

10 

tually  died.  This  testing  apparently  occurred  in  this  Count 

11 

and  other  Counties.  Now,  we  know  that  the  military  is  not 

12 

beyond  conducting  unannounced  testa  on  its  own  personnel 

13 

and  on  American  citizens.  My  question  is  simply,  will 

14 

EMp  testing  or  other  dangerous  testing  be  conducted  on  the 

IS 

Nidgetman,  will  we  have  advance  notification,  will  we  be 

16 

compensated  in  the  event  of  adverse  effects  on  livestock 

17 

or  crops  or  humans,  and  will  the  Final  EIS  address  this 

18 

issue?  Thank  you. 

19 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you.  sir. 

20 

COL.  WALSH:  Sir,  may  I  have 

21 

an  opportunity,  please? 

22 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Go  ahead. 

23 

BY  COL.  WALSH: 

24 

Thank  you.  You  raised  some  very  interesting  questions 

25 

First  of  all,  Z  will  not  address  the  rhetorical  questions 

a> 

CM 
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i 

put  more  emphasis  on  some  areas  that--in  accordance  with 

2 

your  perspective. 

3 

BY  MR.  DAVID  OIEN: 

4 

Is  it  possible,  in  the  one-to-one  basis,  to  go  back 

r> 

and  get  answers  to  questions,  you  know,  for  instance,  if  an 

" 

individual  asks  about — 

7 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Only --it  is  not 

8 

only  possible,  but  it  will  happen 

!» 

with  all  the  questions  that  have  be 

n 

10 

raised  toniqht  that  have  not  been 

11 

answered  tonight  will  be  answered 

12 

for  the  record  and  will  be  in  the 

11 

Final  Environmental  Impact  Statemen 

.. 

14 

So.  there  shouldn't  be  any  question 

IS 

about  that. 

T« 

BY  MR.  DAVID  OIEN: 

17 

And,  the  questions  raised  at  the  original  Scoping 

18 

Hearing  as  well. 

19 

BY  COL.  WALSH: 

20 

Every  question  thst  has  been  raised  tonight  as  to  the 

21 

adequacy  of  tha  document  will  be  included  in  the  Final  EIS, 

n 

and  we  will  have  to  explain  to  you,  either  what  adjustment 

23 

was  made  to  the  document  or  why  we  did  not  make  an  adjustmen 

24 

25 

to  the  document. 

BY  MR.  DAVID  OIEN: 

83 
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1  that  you  have  Made.  You  have  made  some  specific  points  we 

2  would  definitely  will  end  are  loyally  responsible  to  conmi - 

•i  der  in  the  Pinal.  But.  you  did  raise  a  series  of  issues 

4  that  I  think  should  be  addressed  here.  First  of  all,  being 

5  responsible  for  this  preparation  of  this  document,  I  can 

<•  assure  you  it  was  not  written  before  Scoping.  We  spent  a 

^  lot  of  time  after  the  Scoping  Meetings  going  through  both 

h  the  inputs  and  the— at  the  Scoping  Meetings,  as  well 

9  as,  inputs  that  we  got  from  the  State,  Federal,  and 

10  Local  Governments,  in  accomplishing  our  analyses.  Naturally, 
n  in  this  particular  docusmnt,  we  can't  put  all  the  issues. 

12  If  we  identified  everything  that  we  analysed,  this  would  not 

13  be  a  simple  volume,  one  volume.  You  would  get  the  Encyclope  • 

14  dia  Brittanica.  So,  what  we  have  to  do  and  what  the  Nations  . 

is  Environmental  Policy  Act  and  its — the  Council  on  Environmen  - 

16  tal  Policy  and  Council  on  Quality,  implementing  regulations, 

17  directions,  is  to  identify  significant  impacts  to  the 

18  decision  maker.  And,  that's  what  we  have  basically  done. 

19  We  have  r.wt  ignored  the  inputs  that  were  provided  to  us.  we 

20  have  analyzed  them  in  this  document,  we  have  identified  what 

21  we  felt,  from  our  professional  point  of  view,  were  the  signi- 

22  f leant  issues  that  should  be  raised  to  the  decision  maker. 

23  We  appear  before  you  today  for  you  to  judge  the  adequacy  of 

24  how  we've  done  that.  And,  naturally,  we  are  soliciting  your 

25  input  on  whether  it  was  adequate  or  not  or  whether  we  should 


My  concern  is  with  the  specifics.  And,  as  an  individui 
living  here,  I  deal  with  the  specifics.  And,  a  Mr.  keil 
•i  |  essentially  asked  how  much  more  is  it  going  to  cost  us  over 
a  period  of  20  years  to  maintain  the  roads  as  they're  built? 
I  guess  my  question  is,  can  he  get  an  answer  to  that  questioi 
BY  COL.  WALSH: 

Since  he's  asked  the  question  tonight,  he  is  going  to 
get  an  answer,  yes. 

BY  MR.  DAVID  OIEH: 

Great.  Thank  you. 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you,  sir. 
Edward  Larson.  Hr.  Larson,  if  you 
would  hold  on  just  one  second,  the 
M  Court  Reporter's  going  to  do  some- 

i!V  thing  with  his  equipment  here, 

iti  Please  proceed,  sir. 

17  BY  MR.  EDWARD  LARSON: 

18  I’m  Edward  J.  Larson.  President  of  D  &  D  Land  Company, 

19  Ledger,  Montana.  My  question  is  what  are  the  chances  of  thii 
jo  new  ICBM  becoming  half  built  and  then  falling  on  its  face 

like  the  ABM  did  back  in  1972?  Thank  you. 

22  COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you,  sir. 

2j  I  took  that  as  a — was  that  a  cowman' 

24  or  a  statement  or  a  question? 

25  HR.  LARSON:  That  is  a  questioi 
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col.  Btirroti  Alright,  sir. 

Proa  the  sheet ,  i  thought  that  you 


had  wished  to  make  a  statement  aa 

wall.  Thank  you,  air.  Col.  Walah. 


BY  00L,  WALBHi 


Sir,  thara  la  no  guarantee  that  1  can  provlda  you  to¬ 
night  that  tha  Syatan  althar  will  ba  daployad  in  it 'a  antira 
or  it  will  navar  Do  daployad  or  that  only  naif  daployad.  ‘ 
is  tha  daciaion  of  Congraaa  and  tha  Prasldant.  And,  aach 
m  yaar  tha  Coogroaa  has  an  opportunity  to  raviaw  tha  antira 
1!  Prog  ran,  all  of  tha  atrataglc  program,  and,  of  couraa,  ovar 
l*  time,  thay  my  changa  thair  opinion  on  tha  usafulnaaa  of  thi 
u  particular  Systaai.  X  can  aasuro  you  though,  that  if  wa  warn 
u  in  tha  aldat  of  daployiaont  and  a  daciaion  was  made  to  oithar 
is  diaoontinuo  tha  affort  or  to  undo  all  tha  work  that  had  boon 
dona,  than  tha  Air  Porca  would  hava  to  considar  tha  prepara- 
i?  tion  of  a  suboaguant  Environmental  lapact  Statement  to  look  a 
is  tha  conaaguancaa  of  that  action,  to  look  at  tha  inpacta  that 
such  aotion  would  causa,  and  than,  to  sacura,  through  tha 
Congraaa,  appropriata  Padnral  aid  to  compensate  or  mitigate 
ii  I  tha  impacts  of  that  particular  action. 

COL.  BRISTOL i  Xf  I  could  just 
atka  an  obaarvation.  This  haa  boon 
raiaad  aavnral  tiaas,  and  juat  aa 
tha  Hearing  Officar,  tha  prior  act! 
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l  of  eoncrsta  about  aa  big  aa  shalby  placad  in  tha  ground,  its 
•j  too  bad  you  couldn't  think  up  something  to  do  with  that,  it 
t  looka  kind  of  atranga  sitting  thars  about  l/10th  of  it  abova 
4  tha  ground.  But,  ona  thing,  I  don't  want  you  to  think  X'm  a]l 

i  negative.  I've  baan  raally  plaasad  to  ba  hara,  and  to  ba  abli 

i,  to  gat  a  copy  of  tha  SXs  and  road  it  and  to  ba  abla  to  part  id- 

7  Pata  in  thla  wholt  thing,  bacausa  X  think  that ‘a  raally  graat . 

«  And.  I  don't  know  ow--what  it  haa  dona  for  Nlnuteman  and  all 

s  tha  othar  things,  but  X  think  that's  raally  good,  and  I  ap- 

10  praclata  it  vary  i»uch.  So.  X'm  not  Juat  totally  nagativa 

11  againat  what'a  going  on  hara.  It'a  Juat  that  X  don't  parti- 
,4  cularly  agraa  with  tha  projact,  but,  aa  far  aa  tha  Draft  BIS, 
n  ••  («r  aa  X’m  conearnad,  looking  at  tha  whola  haart  of  tha 

14  thing  la  nuelsar  warhaada.  That's  what  X  aaa  mainly  m  thla 
,4  whola  thing.  That  coma  to  my  mind  all  tha  tima.  Your 

ts  aaction  on  tafaty,  I  think,  is  Juet  totally  lnadaquata.  It 

,7  doaan't  tell--nobody  hara  know  what  tha  half-life  of  tha 

ii  plutonium  la.  wall,  I  know  anough  to  know  it's  around 

ii  100,000  yaars.  That  maana  in  100,000  yaara,  tha  radloactivit  > 

so  dropped  only  1/2.  so,  that  mana  it'a  a  curva  that 
4,  gradually  alopoa  out.  This  stuff's  going  to  ba  daadly  for 
a  a  million  yaara.  so.  thla  is  truly  a  vary  important  thing 
M  that  tha  public  know  what  plutoniun'e  all  about. 

94  hod,  X  think  your  wind  analysis  is  totally  lnadaquata. 

n  X  Juat  can't  buy  it  that,  you  know,  a  apack  of  plutonium  will 


kill  a  parson.  Thars’s  got  to  ba  millions  of  apacks  in  ona  o 
thaaa  warhaada .  I  Juat  don't  buy  your  analysis  and  it  looks 
Ilka  a  bunch  of  imaginary  monkey  business  to  me.  And,  X 
think  you  dispersed  thaaa  analyses.  In  othar  words,  it'a 
totally  lnadaquata. 

Aa  far  as  tha  affect  on  tha  environmnt.  X  think  it's 

l 

lnadaquata  too.  I  Juat  don't  think  it'a  gone  far  anough  con 
aider lng  aspects  of  affect  on  tha  region's  recreation  in  the 
area,  our  wildlife.  You  know,  wa  live  up  hara  in  a  prairie 
environment.  It's  a  vary  easily  dam  gad  environment.  It'a  | 
u  not  Ilka  tha  foraats  of  tha  back  east  or  California  or  ' 

u  whatever  it  is.  It'a,  you  know,  a  pair  of  car  tracks  across 

tha  prairie  at  tha  right  time  of  tha  yaar.  right  condi t Iona, 

M  will  ba  thara  for  yaara.  This  is  vary  dalicata  country, 
is  juat  can't  stand  a  lot  of  impact,  we're  already  getting  a 
m  lot  of  impact  up  on  tha  Hi -Lina,  where  I  live  from  Orest 

ii  Palls  people,  and  X'm  sura  we're  going  to  sea  a  lot  more  of 

is  it,  and  tha  country  la  being  severely  impacted.  I  think 
19  you’ve  Just  got  to  taka  another  look  at  this  whola  thing. 

Wow,  it  la  my  understanding,  tha  KXS  process  la  that 
ji  I  prior  to  tha  whole  thing,  you  don't  hava  your  mind  made  up. 


You  aay,  wall. 


« body' a  proposing  this,  wa  don't  know 


whether  it's  a  good  idea  or  not  so  you  go  through  thla  big 
process  and  you  corn  up  with  tha  diffarant  alternatives,  and 
than  you  aay,  wall,  thla  la  what  wa  have  to  do.  I  think 
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I  have  some  suspicions,  and,  you  know,  I  Know  you're  not 

1 

like  to  quote  a  few  paragraphs  from  that.  It  states  in  part, 

going  to  agree  with  me.  I  have  suspicions  that  the  decision 

that,  Kwe  say  s  clear  and  unconditioned  ’no’  to  nuclear  war 

is  already  made  as  to  where  you  want  it  to  end  up,  but  that'] 

1 

and  the  use  of  any  nuclear  weapons.  We  conclude  that  nuclear 

neither  here  nor  there.  But,  I  think  that  your  sections  on 

4 

deterrence  is  a  position  thst  cannot  receive  the  Church's  blei 

the  Safety  are  so  inadequate,  and  on  Environmental  Impact 

& 

sings.  We  state  our  complete  lack  of  confidence  in 

are  so  inadequate  that  the  only  way  you’r*  going  to  be  able 

proposed  defenses  against  nuclear  attack  and  are 

to  correct  this  thing  is  to  go  back  to  the  drawing  board. 

7 

convinced  thet  the  enormous  costs  of  developing  such  defense 

start  over,  revise  the  EIS  Draft,  give  it  back  to  us,  let  us 

8 

is  one  more  witness  to  the  obvious  fact  thst  the  arms  race  i 

look  at  it,  and  then  let's  have  same  more  Hearings,  and  go 

9 

s  social  justice  issue,  not  only  a  war  4U*d  peace  issue." 

from  there  because  the  part  on  the  plutonium,  it  almost 

10 

And,  it  goes  on  to  say  briefly,  "However  the  nuclear  crisis 

sounds  like  the  plutonium  is  just  kind  of  a  ho-hum  type  of 

11 

is  not  primarily  a  matter  of  technology,  it  is  s  crisis  of 

material,  And,  that  is  not  true.  I  think  we--X  think  the 

12 

human  community.  We  encourage  independent  U.  S.  and  Soviet 

public--and  I'm  not  just  saying  that  you've  consciously  did 

13 

initiatives  to  foster  political  climate  conducive  to 

this,  but  Z  think  the  net  effect  is  that  we've  been  terribly 

14 

negotiations."  I  think  it's  really  been  encouraging 

misled  as  to  what  this  is  all  about.  Now,  that's  my  com- 

1 5 

that  President  Keegan,  I  think,  has  made  pretty  clear  thet 

ments  as  far  as  the  EIS,  and  if  I  get  some  time,  I'll 

18 

he  would  like  to  see  a  Peace  Treaty.  From  what  Z've  been 

write  a  written  statement  and  submit  to  you,  maybe  1  can  ela 

17 

reeding,  he’s  been  working  actively  towards  a  Peace  Treaty 

borate  a  little  more  on  some  of  this.  And,  I  appreciate  what 

18 

and  I  think  he  needs  our  prayers  and  support  as  he  does  this 

you're  saying.  Col.  Walsh,  about  the  moral  issues  you're  not 

19 

So,  I  think  it  really  is  a  big  moral  issue  and  a— I  have  one 

going  to  address  them,  but  from  our  standpoint,  it's  a  reallj 

20 

question.  Where  is  Tetra  Tech  located  anyway?  what  State 

big  moral  question.  And,  I  would  like  to  have,  inserted  int< 

21 

is  thet,  California  or  Georgia  or  something? 

the  record,  a  copy  of  this  document.  It’s  only  about — 

n 

COL.  WALSH:  They  have  offices 

actually  about  one  page  long  called,  "An  Intensive  Crestion: 

23 

in  California,  that's  their  main 

The  Nuclear  Crisis  and  Just  Peace,"  the  United  Methodist 

24 

office.  But,  they  also  have  office 

council  of  Bishops  Pastoral  letter  of  19B6.  And,  I  would  jus 

t 

05 

25 

in  Montana,  I  believe  it's  in  Great 
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Falls.  Opportunity,  and,  is  it 

l 

just  get  the  crap.  I  think  that's  a  real  big  moral  issue 

Blllings--Butte. 

2 

and  maybe  that’s  not  the  issue  in  this  EIS,  but  when  you  tak 

BY  MR.  DON  MARBLE: 

1 

sll  that  money,  just  think  about  thst.  And,  you  think  how 

Okay.  It's  not  a  big  deal,  but  I  used  to  be  an  Engine* 

r 

4 

it  would  feel  to  live  downwind  of  one  of  these  things. 

in  California  and  I  used  to  live  down  in  thst  place  and  I 

5 

It's  no  fun  at  all.  I  just  think  it's  a  disgraceful  thing 

moved  up  to  this  beautiful  State  and  I  really  love  it  up  her< 

■■ 

thet  you  can  go  pick  up  your  paycheck,  look  yourself  in  the 

But,  you  know,  I  looked  at  the  BIS  and  I  see  thst  there's 

7 

mirror  in  the  morning,  I  think.  It  makes  me  sick.  And,  I 

about  40  Tetra  Tech  people  got  a  bunch  of  money  out  of  help 

8 

hope  as  you  Military  people  and  whoever  is  making  their  decii 

making  this  thing.  I  suspect  thet  Tetra  Tech  got  more  money 

’ 

on  this  thing,  remember  you're  not  supposed  to  have  your  mini 

out  of  this  than  this  whole  area  will  ever  aee  for  the  whole 

ID 

made  up.  Look  it  over--I  have  to  ask,  end  I  don't  know  if 

dog  gone  time.  So,  I  just  want  to  tell  those  Tetra  Tech 

11 

anybody  else  does,  I  think  you  ought  to  redo  this  thing  and 

people,  and  you  go  back  and  tell  your — how  many  hundred 

12 

come  back  and  tell  us  the  truth  about  plutonium  or 

people  you  got  there,  when  you  get  your  paycheck  from  that 

n 

more  details  and  I’m  not  saying  you  misled  ue,  I'm 

hunk  of  billion  dollars  or  so  that  you're  picking  up--you 

14 

just  saying  I  think  you  haven’t  told  us  the  whole  etory. 

know  there  are  families  up  in  this  beautiful  state  that  go 

15 

But,  remember,  you  can't  get  away  with  saying  well,  I'm  Just 

to  bed  at  night  worrying  about  this  thing.  You  see  big  ston 

s 

IK 

doing  what  my  boss  has  told  me--the  people  upstairs.  Remem- 

and  you  get  this  sick  feeling  in  your  stomach  and  now  not 

17 

ber  the  Nuremberg  Principles.  And,  thst  point  was  Just 

only  we  have  to  worry  about  that,  we  have  to  worry  about  thea 

8 

19 

brought  up  recently  by  one  of  the  Senators,  remember  each  on 

wierd  things  racing  down  the  highways  at  night.  And,  if  you 

19 

of  you  is  responsible,  each  one  of  you,  and  we're  going  to 

don't  think  that  affects  our  kids,  you’ve  got  another  thing 

20 

hold  you  responsible  if  there  is  an  accident.  We're  going  t> 

coming.  I  think  it's  a  big  moral  issue,  that  you  take  millii 

ns 

21 

say  what  went  wrong?  Who's  responsible?  When  you  make  a  de 

and  millions  of  dollars,  and  you  stick  that  damn  thing  up  hei 

e. 

22 

cision  on  this  thing,  make  sure  you  don't  just  get  sucked 

Why  don't  you  put  it  down  there.  You  got  sll  the  money  off 

23 

into  the  thing — well,  everybody  expects  me  to  do  this.  Hake 

of  this  thing.  You're  going  to  make  the  east  and  west  coast-1 

- 

24 

sure  you  look  at  it  and  make  a  decision.  If  it  isn't  the  wa 

they're  going  to  make  all  the  money  off  this  thing  and  we 

05 

25 

to  go,  have  the  guts  to  stand  up  and  say  it's  not  the  way  to 
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90.  Don't  bo  Ilka  what 'a  going  on  in  Washington  right  now. 

J 

to  hunt  in  the  fell.  And,  Z '■  getting  mighty  tired.  To  get 

But ,  In  closing.  Z  really  think  wo  oil  should  bo  supporting 

J 

ch*M  PM.ll  to  «\ilt  bothatlop  m  ud  1,1  no  to  a*.  no,' 11 

President  Reagan  os  ho  trios  to  took  a— some  kind  of  pooco. 

J 

Mron  go  oo  for  ••  toting  t  naao  of«  o(  a  Milton  IM  Mr. 

That  is  ary  final  consent. 

« 

that  person  told  me  he  could  hunt  on  my  piece.  This  is  get- 

col.  Mirrox.1  Thank  you.  Nr. 

5 

ting  old.  It's  my  property  end  X  worked  hard  for  whet  Z've 

Narblo.  That  concludes  all  of  tho 

got.  Thank  you. 

statements  I  have.  That  concludes 

7 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you. 

all  tho  dociaonts  that  I  had  on  ny 

8 

ms*  am.  Could  you  spoil  your  name 

desk — those  who  indicated  that  they 

8 

for  mo  just  so  we'll  have  it  for  th 

wished  to  oaks  statements.  Unless 

ID 

record  because  I  assure  you  we  will 

there  are  any  other  statements  from 

11 

follow  that  up. 

any  that  did  not  submit  documents. 

18 

NB.  QWBi  T-R-t--okey,  which 

I'm  prey-red  to  cli  -  he  Hearing. 

19 

one  do  you  want?  Ny  name  on  my  lam 

But.  tfa  some  time.  Yes.  me'* 

14 

le  O-t-M-A-R. 

If  you  t  preface  your  remarks 

IS 

COL.  BRISTOL:  O-l-M-A-R? 

for  as.  Z  would  appreciate  it. 

17 

we  had  better  use  that. 

w  iw.  aur  mwMi. 

JJ 

COL.  BRISTOL:  That  will  be  sui 

I  am  Helen  Oemar  Trebeech.  I  live  amongst  three  nisei] 

IS. 

if 

ficlent.  Thank  you.  Anyone  alee 

I'm  either  going  to  be  well  protected  or  be  shot  at  or 

SB 

that  would  cere  to  make  e  statement’ 

shot.  So.  my  problem  le  this,  it's  out  of  this  area  Just  a 

21 

NAM  IM  TUB  PROMT:  Yea,  1  want 

because  1  live  cloee  to  the  Teton  River  Breaks.  Ny  problem 

21 

is  since  the  missiles  are  ell  around  me,  x‘m  heckled  with 

M 

Ny  name  la  Lester  Betere.  I  live  right  under  the 

loede  of  missilemen-- fellows  that  are  constantly  on  my  land 

0> 

CM 

IS 

lights  of  Quebec  Zero.  Bo,  it  shines  brightly  on  my  farm. 
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» 

I'm  getting  to  be  an  old  man,  so  I've  been  travelling  a  lit- 

1 

take  an  extra  ccmmsnt  sheet  home  with  you. 

1 

tie  bit.  When  you  leave  Montana  and  you  go  into  the  great 

2 

WNXRBVKW  the  Hearing  was  com- 

pleted.  9:30  P.  H. 

State  of  Nevada,  the  Air  Corpa  has  got  approximately  1/3. 

1 

i 

You  go  from  there  to  California,  Nevada,  you  can  go  to 

4 

s 

Hew  Mexico,  Utah,  they've  got  it  all.  You  guys  don't  quit. 

5 

awirmn  H.iMwin 

6 

You're  not  friends  of  mine,  when  you  ccme  on  my  place.  Just 

- 

STATS  OP  MONTANA,  I 

7 

remember  that. 

7 

County  of  Pondera  I 

• 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you,  sir. 

8 

t,  R.  R.  Oresctyk,  do  hereby  certify  that  I  «m  the 

» 

Anyone  alee? 

8 

duly  appointed,  qualified  end  acting  Court  Reporter  of  tne 

10 

«  TOi,  MUHW 

10 

Ninth  Judicial  District  of  the  State  of  Montane,  in  and  for 

It 

I  appreciate  very  much,  ee  the  Bearing  Officer,  I 

11 

the  count lee  of  Teton.  Pondera,  Olacler,  and  Toole,  ana  as 

appreciate  very  much  you  all  taking  your  time  to  come  here 

12 

such  reported  the  proceedings  had  and  taken  in  the  f or cooing 

19 

tonight  end  to  expreae  your  feelings  end  your  views— your 

19 

transcript  of  testimony,  end  thereafter  accurately  and  cor  - 

14 

unique  perspective  about  this  le  something  that,  ee  many  of 

14 

rectiy  transcribed  the  seme,  ee  hereinbefore  set  out  in 

IS 

you  have  recognised,  can  come  from  no  other  source.  It 

IS 

Pages  1  through  9«. 

IS 

can’t  com  from  anyone  that's  writing  the  report.  It  has  to 

14 

IN  WlTNSSB  WRSRSOP.  I  have  hereunto  set  my  hand  this 

17 

came  from  you  end  without  your  pert lclpet ion.  this  process 

17 

Sth  day  of  August,  19B7. 

18 

would  simply  be  Incomplete.  I  appreciate  very  much  your 

18 

if 

being  considerate  for  us,  as  well  as,  for  the  views  of  each 

1* 

» 

other,  and  again,  thank  you  very  much  for  your  participation 

JS 

Ninth  Judicial  District  Court  Reporter. 

21 

Oood  night. 

21 

a 

Before  they  turn  my  power  off,  let  me  remind  ell  of 

22 

a 

you  that  until  the  2 let  of  August  you  can  submit  your  state- 

21 

M 

ment  on  additional  matters,  questions ,  or  whet  have  you  by 

24 

» 

using  the  address  written  on  this  copy.  You  might  went  to 

04 

» 

•3 

II 
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period,  which  is  where  t  will  call  on  members  of  the  public, 

1 

2 

those  of  you  who  wish  to  make  a  comment  can  come  to  the 

3 

microphone.  Or  if  you  don’t  need  the  microphone ,  just  shout 

4 

from  where  you  are  sitting  and  let  us  know  what  you  perceive 

5 

as  the  environmental  impacte  of  thie  particular  proposal. 

« 

At  the  base  of  all  of  this  is  a  legal  requirement 

7 

that's  existed  for  some  IS  or  so  years  now  that  whenever  a 

8 

federal  agency  proposes  a  certain  action  that  could  have 

9 

consequences  upon  the  environsient  in  a  particular  —  and 

10 

environment  is  it  a  very  broad  term  that  takes  into  account 

11 

socioeconomic  quality  of  life  issues  in  addition  to  thoee  you 

12 

might  associate,  like  the  effect  on  wildlife,  noise,  that 

13 

1  sort  of  thing. 

14 

whenever  that  is  the  case,  the  federal  government 

15 

is  required  to  make  an  assessment  of  exactly  what  that  impact 

16 

is  likely  to  be,  if  the  proposal  is  implemented.  And  then 

17 

'  it's  requited  in  many  cases  to  come  out  and  get  direct  input 

18 

from  people  like  you  who  know,  people  who  live  in  the  area 

19 

|  and  who  really  know  best  what  those  Impacts  are  most  likely 

20 

1  to  be.  And  then  finally  to  give  those  assessments  serious 

21 

consideration,  rlong  with  the  operational  requirements  in 

22 

asking  a  final  decision  on  whether  and  how  to  proceed  with 

23 

thia  particular  proposal. 

24 

So  we  are  dealing  with  a  proposal.  That's  ell  it 

o 

25 

is.  The  president  has  made  certain  decision,  undoubtedly 

n 

c* 

> 
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1  you  have  read  about  them.  And  I  think  same  are  mentioned  in 

2  the  handout. 

3  Thoae  of  you  who  have  been  watching  the  Iran  Contra 

4  hearing  are  probably  reminded  that  when  the  president  decides 

5  on  something  that  requires  Congressional  funding  or 

€  Congressional  action,  which  includes  this  particular 

7  proposal,  it's  really  a  recommendation  or  request,  something 

8  that  ultimately  the  Congress  passes  on. 

9  So  it’s  a  several  tiered  review  process.  And  we’re 

10  now  at  that  section  of  the  processes  of  gather!*®  your 

11  inputs,  which  are  very  important  to  the  overall  process  and 

12  to  the  quality  of  the  decision  making  process  that  is  set  up 

13  for  your  government,  for  our  goverrwent,  to  make  in  this 

14  particular  matter. 

15  There  is  a  comment  sheet  that  I  hope  many  of  you 

16  got  as  you  came  in.  Parts  of  it  you  really  want  to  be 

17  concerned  about  —  this  is  really  going  to  be  the  only  record 

18  of  your  having  participated  so  I  urge  you  to  fill  it  out, 

19  even  if  you  don't  want  to  make  a  statement  on  the  record 

20  toniqht.  But  your  name  and  if  you  are  a  representative  of  s 

21  private  organisation,  the  organisation,  your  address,  this 

22  one  block  here  whether  you  are  a  public  official,  and  if  you 

23  are  Just  check  that.  And  the  same  for  the  other  two 

24  categories.  Then  most  importantly,  do  you  want  to  ask  a 

25  question?  Check  the  block  yes  If  you  do  or  Just  place  a 
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1 

check  ot  X  there.  If  you  wish  to  offer  verbel  comments 

l 

Doby,  who  is  our  court  reporter.  Is  taking  down  everything 

2 

tonight  check  thet.  And  again  If  you  want  to  offer  a  written 

2 

thet  is  maid.  So  when  we  get  to  the  portion  of  the 

3 

statement. 

3 

proceedings  sfter  the  briefing  end  after  the  recess  when  we 

4 

I  will  hasten  to  note  as  is  noted  on  this  doewent 

4 

are  going  to  collect  these  forms  —  there  will  be  a  recena 

5 

that  you  nav«  until  21  August  to  make  coMwnti  and 

5 

after  U<?  hMefing  —  •••hen  you  speak,  first  of  all  aay  your 

< 

statements.  Bo  you  sight  think  of  something  after  the 

C 

name  clearly  so  that  she  can  note  it  for  the  record.  And 

7 

hearing.  So  you  night  even  take  an  extra  one  of  thea  hose 

7 

spell  your  last  naae  unless  its  one  that  you  think  all  of  us 

6 

with  you  Just  in  case  you  think  of  soaething.  It's  a  handy 

8 

can  spell  correctly  the  first  time. 

9 

docuaent.  It's  got  Che  address  written  on  it  so  if  you  wish 

9 

Thank  you  very  much.  Col.  Welsh? 

10 

to  sake  any  coaaenta  it  ought  to  be  forwarded. 

10 

LT.  COL.  WALSR:  Good  evening,  ladies  and 

11 

And  you  can  also  ask  on  this  for  a  copy  of  the 

11 

gentlemen.  I  aa  the  director  of  the  enviroMental  planning 

12 

final  Environmental  Impact  Statement. 

12 

for  the  Air  Porce  Regional  Civil  Engineer.  And  in  that 

13 

Me  are  going  to  be  very  informal.  I  don't  want  any 

13 

particular  cepectiy  x  «■  responsible  for  the  preparation  of 

14 

of  you  to  be  hesitant  or  shy  to  ask  a  question  or  make  an 

14 

the  environmental  Impact  Statement. 

15 

input.  1  aa  going  to  keep  it  as  informal  aa  I  can.  There 

15 

And  what  I  want  to  do  for  you  this  evening  la  first 

16 

aren't  very  many  of  ua  here  tonight,  so  1  don't  think  we're 

14 

of  all  give  you  the  background  on  the  events  that  led  to  the 

17 

gonne  be  time  constrained.  Ny  job  is  going  to  be  to  try  to 

17 

presidential  decision  to  dsploy  the  small  I CBM  at  Malastroa 

18 

evenly  divide  the  time  among  all  of  you  ao  that  everyone  gets 

18 

Air  Porce  Berne. 

19 

e  fair  opportunity  to  be  heard  and  no  one  person  or  group 

19 

Then  we  will  look  at  the  operations  concept,  the 

20 

gets  more  than  what  aight  be  their  fair  share  of  the  total 

20 

proposed  action  and  their  alternatives.  And  then  we  will 

21 

time. 

21 

look  et  the  schedule  on  which  we  have  been  proceeding  and 

22 

So  it's  ay  pleasure  to  be  here  and  it's  ay  pleasure 

22 

then  we  will  review  the  results  of  our  analysee  to  date. 

23 

now  to  introduce  Lt.  Col.  Peter  Nalah,  who  is  the  principal 

23 

Then  we  will  look  at  the  safety  aspects  and  the 

24 

Air  Porce  spokesperson  for  the  purpose  of  these  hearings. 

o 

24 

mitigated  actions  thet  ere  proposed. 

25 

And  also  I  Just  want  to  brisfly  note  that  Becky 

»— < 

25 

Now,  many  of  you  may  recall  that  back  in  about 

> 

w 
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1 

April  of  1987  the  president  established  what  they  call  the  — 

1 

daclsiona. 

now  call  the  Scowcroft  Coamission.  And  the  purpose  of  that 

2 

And  of  course  right  now  we're  in  the  middle  of 

Scowcroft  Coaaission  was  to  review  the  entire  U.8. 

3 

preparing  the  Administrative  BIS. 

Modernisation  program  and  to  make  recommendations  on  how  we 

4 

There  was  one  other  issue  that  was  included  in  the 

should  proceed  into  the  future. 

5 

1986  Authorisation  Act  that's  of  import  to  ua  tonight,  and 

8 

6 

that  is  that  the  Congress  capped  the  deployment  ot  ths 

7 

of  that  commission  that  ars  of  import  to  us  tonight.  Ths 

7 

Peacekeeper  missiles  at  50,  end  asked  the  president  to  go 

8 

first  was  to  deploy  100  Peacekeeper  aisailes.  This  was  to 

8 

back  and  develop  a  more  survlvable  basing  mode  for  the  second 

» 

hold  Soviet  targets  et  risk  and  also  to  help  propel  the 

9 

50  Peacekeeper  missiles. 

10 

soviets  to  ths  negotiating  table. 

10 

Now,  to  give  you  an  idea  of  what  wt  ace  talking 

11 

11 

about  when  we  talk  about  these  different  missiles,  on  the 

12 

developaent  on  e  small  missile  to  b«  deployed  either  in  a 

12 

left  here  we  have  ths  Minutsmen  3,  which  you  ars  very 

13 

hard  silo  or  in  a  mobile  basing  mode. 

13 

familiar  with.  It  is  about  76,000  pounds  and  carrlts  thrse 

14 

And  of  course  the  third  recommendation  was  to 

14 

IS 

continue  the  eras  negotiations  talks. 

15 

The  center  missile  is  the  Peacekeeper.  It  weighs 

16 

Mill,  both  the  president  end  the  Congress  sccepted 

16 

up  to  195,000  pounds  and  is  capable  of  carrying  ten 

17 

ths  rscoaaendatlons  of  this  commission,  and  in  fact  in  1984 

17 

warheads. 

It 

the  Authorisation  Act  the  Congreee  aeked  the  president  and 

18 

And  on  ths  lsft  —  or  your  right  —  ws  hsvs  ths 

19 

the  Air  Porce  to  pursue  a  1992  initial  operating  capability 

19 

Mall  I CBM.  And  that  currsntly  weighs  37,000  pounds  and  it 

20 

20 

carries  but  one  warhead. 

21 

Then  in  a  1984  Authorisation  Act,  the  Congrese 

21 

Now,  ths  Air  Pores  considered  two  basing  modes  for 

22 

directed  the  Air  Porce  first  of  all  to  prepare  a  Legislative 

22 

the  Mall  1  CBM.  Ths  first  one  was  ths  hard  silo,  very 

23 

SIS  to  help  eupport  or  aid  in  the  selection  of  a  basing  mode 

23 

similar  to  what  you  hsvs  throughout  the  Mslmstrom  area  right 

24 

and  deployment  area  for  the  sms 11  ICBW  end  thereafter  to 

so 

«■* 

24 

now,  or  throughout  ths  Montana  area  right  now. 

25 

prepare  a  --  an  Administrative  BIS  to  aid  in  site  specific 

' — 

1 

25 

And  we  have  now  developed  technology  ao  that  we  can 

> 

mi 
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1 

build  silos  that  can  withstand  over  pressure  wore  in  excess 

1 

Now,  with  the  aid  of  the  Legislative  CIS  that  we 

2 

of  those  now  capable  by  the  Minuteman  silos. 

2 

submitted  to  the  Environmental  Protection  Agency  in  November 

3 

The  second  beainq  mode  involved  the  use  of  a  Hard 

3 

of  last  year,  the  president  made  his  basing  mode  and 

4 

Mobile  Launcher,  where  survivability  will  be  achieved  by  the 

4 

deployment  area  decisions. 

5 

ability  to  Move  from  place  to  place  and  therby  thwart  an 

5 

This  chart  here  la  a  naaity  of  his  decisions.  Be 

6 

aggressor  first  of  all  identifying  where  it  is  and  therefore 

6 

elected  to  go  with  the  Ninuteman  basing,  and  he  identified 

7 

he  could  not  attack  it  effectively  or  efficiently. 

7 

Malmstrom  Air  force  Baae  as  the  deployment  arcs  for  initial 

8 

Now,  for  that  second  basing  mode  concept  we  had  two 

8 

operating  capability. 

9 

operational  concepts.  The  first  one  involved  the  random 

9 

He  further  identified  f.E.  Barren  and  Ellsworth  Air 

10 

movement  of  the  Hard  Mobile  Launcher  on  large  solitary 

10 

Pores  Base  as  other  bases  where  we  might  r  the  future. 

11 

reservations  in  the  southwestern  united  States. 

11 

He  reserved  the  option  to  deploy  <  random 

12 

And  the  survivability  was  enhanced  by  the  ability 

12 

movement  basing  mode  and  identified  Texas,  New  Mexico,  and 

13 

of  these  vehicles  to  dash  off  those  reservations  if  we  got 

13 

Arizona  complexes  as  the  potential  deployment  areas  for  that 

14 

notice  of  a  Soviet  attack. 

14 

node. 

15 

The  second  baaing  mode  or  operational  concept  that 

15 

The  one  thing  that  is  very  important  hare  to 

16 

we  considered  was  placing  these  Hard  Mobile  Launchers  on 

16 

understand  is  that  the  exact  number  of  missiles  to  be 

17 

Minuteman  launch  facilities.  Here  survivability  was  achieved 

17 

deployed  is  entirely  dependent  upon  the  threat  and  the 

18 

by  the  ability  to  dash  these  vehicles  first  of  all  off 

18 

continuing  km  negotiations. 

19 

disperse  sites,  and  then  access  large  quantities  of  land  in  a 

19 

Now,  whan  we  are  talking  about  the  operational 

20 

very  short  time  upon  notification  of  a  Soviet  attack. 

20 

concepts  of  a  small  1CBM,  the  missiles  in  their  Hard  Mobile 

21 

Now,  with  this  second  operational  concept  there 

21 

Launchers  will  be  deployed  at  selected  launch  facilities. 

22 

were  additional  advantages.  That  is,  we  could  save 

22 

The  security  will  be  provided  by  defensing,  by 

23 

considerably  on  cost  and  manpower  because  we  were  using  the 

23 

delay  mechanisms  built  into  the  launcher  itself,  and  by 

24 

existing  intra-structure  already  available  at  the  Minuteman 

o 

CO 

24 

security  response  forces. 

25 

bases. 

1 

25 

One  area  of  concern  la  how  many  times  are  you  going 

eg 

> 
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1 

to  see  this  vehicle  on  the  toad?  After  deployment,  we  are 

1 

2 

expecting  only  one  trip  per  year  per  vehicle  back  to  the  main 

2 

taking,  at  each  launch  facility  we  will  have  to  acquire  some 

3 

operating  base  for  major  maintenance. 

3 

additional  land  in  order  to  accomodate  the  structures  that  we 

4 

These  vehicles  w*ll  not  be  exercised  on  the  Montana 

4 

will  be  placing  there. 

5 ; 

roads  to  practice  for  alert,  etcetera.  Any  practice  will  be 

5 

In  the  EIS  that  was  made  available  to  you  we 

6 

conducted  on  a  military  reservation. 

6 

identified  between  1.5  to  2.5  acres. 

7  ! 

When  these  vehicles  are  being  moved  back  to  the 

7 

However,  since  the  time  that  we  published  the  BIS 

8 

main  operating  base,  they  will  be  configured  such  that  the 

8 

we  have  finished  other  studies,  snd  have  now  concluded  that 

9 

axle  loads  meet  State  standards. 

9 

the  amount  of  acreage  required  now  varies  between  .1  to  1.6 

10 

One  question  that  often  comes  up  in  these 

10  , 

acres. 

11 

conversations  is  the  role  of  the  drivers  of  these  particular 

11  ! 

Now,  in  addition  to  acquiring  land  to  accomodata 

12 

vehicles.  These  drivers  are  there  for  mobility  only.  They 

12 

the  structurea,  it  will  also  be  necessary  to  expand  the 

13 

have  no  control  over  the  launch  of  the  missile.  That  will  be 

13 

safety  zones  around  the  launch  facilities. 

14 

controlled  by  a  remote  control  center,  either  ground  or 

14 

Presently  those  safety  zones  sre  1200  feet.  Tor 

15 

airborne. 

15 

the  Hard  Mobile  Launcher  in  an  igloo,  they  will  be  ezpanded 

16 

Now,  the  proposed  action  is  to  deploy  200  Hard 

16 

to  1250.  And  you  will  see  for  other  structures  the  numbers 

17 

Mobile  Launchers  at  Halmstrom  Air  Porce  Base,  to  place  these 

17 

will  be  slightly  different. 

18 

on  100  launch  facilities,  and  to  put  them  Into  shelters  which 

18 

Now,  in  the  esse  of  s  safety  zone,  what  the  Air 

19 

we  call  igloos.  Basically  these  building  are  earth-covered 

19 

Porce  does,  it  buys  a  restrictive  easement.  And  this 

20 

structures.  So  a  typical  silo  might  look  like  this. 

20 

restrictive  easement  prohibits  the  construction  of  inhabited 

21 

In  order  to  operate  this  system,  we  are  envisioning 

21  1 

facilities.  All  othar  activities  can  continues  farming. 

22 

that  by  the  time  we  hit  stability  in  1987  and  beyond,  about 

22  j 

ranching,  other  agricultural  activities  can  continue,  with 

23 

3100  military  personnel  will  be  required  at  Malmstrom  Air 

” 

the  exception  of  the  construction  of  inhabited  homes. 

24 

Porce  Base  in  addition  to  the  5,000  that  are  located  there 

2, 

One  of  the  biggest  concerns  that  was  raised  in 

25 

today. 

w 

25 

scoping  snd  by  seversl  letters  written  directly  to  me  wss  the 

5 
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fast  of  people  being  evicted  fro*  th«ir  hanea  if  w*  selected 

1 

how  you  can  Beet  th*  n**da  of  the  Air  Tore*  whli*  still 

2 

a  launch  facility  which  had  a  ho**  within  that  *ap*nd*d 

2 

looking  after  th*  n*«ds  of  tk*  people  of  Montana. 

1 

roatdcti**  tiMaint . 

3 

That  work  should  be  eccaapl ie**d  in  Hov*mb«r,  at 

4 

1  can  aaaur*  yow  now  that  attar  w*  hava  don*  our 

4 

which  tine  th*  Air  force  will  sit  down  with  th*  fedarsl 

5 

analya**,  w*  hav*  b**n  abl*  to  a*l«ct  launch  faciiiti**  for 

S 

Highway  Depart want,  with  th*  Btat*  Highway  0*psrt*MAt.  to 

4 

thra*  of  th*  option*  that  w*  art  looking  at  which  avoid*  any 

« 

oegotlat*  what  actions  w*  ere  going  to  tak*.  Aad  design  on 

7 

conflict  with  inhabit**  hones.  And  of  coura*  launch 

7 

these  roads  should  start  neat  year. 

• 

faciiiti**  that  w«  propoa*  to  a*l*ct  for  th*  varioua  option* 

t 

Mow,  on  the  bee*  itself  w*  could  b*  building  up  to 

* 

hav*  b**n  id*ntifl*d  in  that  handout  that  van  Bad*  avallabl* 

9 

about  1700  all itary  family  units  adjacent  to  the  base.  He'll 

10 

to  you  a*  you  cam*  in  tonight. 

10 

be  building  personnel  support  facilities  in  the  contone**** 

11 

How,  anothar  ar*a  that  la  of  vital  int*r*at  to  you 

11 

at**,  we  will  be  building  technical  support  facilities  on  th* 

12 

ia  what  i*  going  to  b*  accomplish  on  th*  road*.  It  will  b* 

12 

east  aid*  of  tb*  baa*.  And  wa  could  b*  acquiring  up  to  400 

13 

n«c*aaary  to  upgrade  th*  road*  to  allow  our  vehicles  to  9*t 

13 

acroa  of  land  on  th*  aaat  aid*  of  th*  baa*  to  provide  tb* 

14 

fro*  th*  wain  operating  baa*  to  th*  launch  faciiiti**. 

14 

training  araa  for  th*  Hard  Mobil*  Launcher  drivers. 

IS 

Right  now  w*  hav*  pc«par*d  what  w*  call  a  D*f«na« 

15 

Th*  total  cost  of  thia  pcograa,  if  Congress 

11 

Acc***  Road*  n**da  Report.  Th 1  *  r*port  id*ntifi«s  th* 

14 

continues  to  support  it.  will  coat  vary  close  to  41  billion. 

17 

configuration  of  th*  v*hicl«,  and  idantlfl**  th*  road*  which 

17 

Thia  ia  th*  total  cost  for  th#  construction. 

11 

w*  int*nd  to  u*«  or  would  lik*  to  u**,  and  it  idantlfl**  th* 

10 

And  you  can  sea  in  1993  uould  b*  th*  peak  y«ar, 

It 

typ«s  of  upgrade  that  w«  think  sight  b*  r*guir*d. 

19 

with  4215  Billion  bsing  *ap*nd*d. 

20 

Thia  ha*  b**n  provided  to  th*  Stat*  Highway 

20 

Now,  what  4ms  this  a*an  personnel?  in  just  direct 

11 

D*parta*nt.  Th*  Stat*  Highway  Department  haa  alao  b**n  given 

21 

workers  only  w*  are  looking  that  up  to  1100  workers  will  be 

22 

about  1200,000  to  do  an  aaa**a**nt  of  road*. 

22 

required  in  any  on*  year  to  east  th*  needs  of  thia  particular 

23 

How,  th*  Stat*  Highway  D*parta*nt  i*  working  with 

23 

ptograa. 

24 

th*  federal  Highway  D*p*rta«nt  and  with  th*  County 

e 

24 

how,  i  aentioned  w*  are  going  to  look  at  tha 

o 

« 

2S 

Com la* loner a  to  develop  --  to  accoapliah  this  ae**aae*nt  on 

25 

alternatlvas  to  the  proposed  action.  1*b  jest  going  to 

ee 
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highlight  th*  difference*  for  those  alternative*. 

1 

building  Bight  look  like,  this  ia  a  typical  illustration  of 

2 

In  the  first  alternative,  it  envisioned  using 

2 

what  a  typical  Silo  Bight  lo<-k  like. 

3 

pc*~*ngln**r*d  buildings  in  lieu  of  tha  igloos.  How,  with 

3 

Now,  w*  initiated  work  on  th*  A^alnistrativ*  BIS 

4 

the  us*  of  pr*-*ngin**r*d  buildings,  the  sefety  aones  are 

4 

early  this  year.  He  had  scoping  Bootings  at  four  locations 

5 

aoaewhet  larger,  no w  being  1795  feet.  Ho  the  reatrietlv* 

5 

wtiar*  we  invited  the  public  to  identify  lasses  that  should  be 

< 

•aaenent  that  th*  Air  force  would  hav*  to  *cquir*  i*  such 

4 

addressed  in  the  CIS. 

greater.  It  bed  a  greater  potential  for  lapacting  inhabited 

7 

He  also  a coped  with  th*  state  end  federal  agencies. 

' 

hose*.  But  again,  we  were  able  to  aet  our  operational 

8 

aa  well  aa  with  the  representative*  of  the  local 

r*gui(*B*nt*  while  picking  launch  facilities  which  did  r»ot 

9 

jurisdictions,  both  at  the  county  and  city  lev*l . 

hav*  he***  which  fit  in  thia  eipended  safety  ton*. 

10 

On*  of  th*  iasota  that  caa*  up  in  a  scoping  Beating 

for  alternative  two,  w*  looked  at  deploying  250 

11 

la  that  w*  weren't  giving  enough  or  th*  opportunity  for  aaa* 

Herd  noblle  Launcher*  on  125  site*.  This  particular  option 

12 

people  to  partlclpst*  in  th*  process.  And  fot  that  rtaaon, 

had  the  highest  n unbar  of  operational  personnel  required. 

13 

w*  added  additional  locations  for  th*  public  h*arlng*i  h*r# 

And  sltsrnstivs  ntmbor  three,  It  envisioned  piecing 

14 

in  Augusta  and  in  Hsrlowton. 

200  Hard  Mobil*  Launchers  on  200  sites.  How,  thia  had  the 

15 

M*  issued  th*  Draft  environmental  lapact  Statement 

higheat  requirement  a*  far  aa  construction  worker*  w*r* 

14 

on  th*  2 3rd  of  June,  and  paopla  hava  until  the  21at  of  August 

17 

concerned,  and  it  had  th#  —  a  definite  impact  on  inhabited 

17 

to  provide  comments  to  us. 

10 

hoses. 

It 

I  should  eaphaalt*  to  you  that  the  written  comments 

It 

On  all  these  other  actions,  proposed  action  and 

19 

are  given  th*  aaae  consideration  aa  any  verbal  coamant  that 

20 

alternative  on*  and  two,  we  were  abl*  to  select  launch 

70 

w*  will  receive  tonight. 

21 

facilities  and  avoid  inhabited  ho*e a . 

21 

The  reason  w*  hav*  to  cut  off  tha  inputs  on  th* 

22 

In  alternative  number  three,  w*  could  not  avoid 

22 

2 1st  of  August  la  to  allow  us  aufftclant  tia*  to  analya*  your 

23 

inhabited  home* ,  and  ws  sctusll’/  lwp*ct  inhabited  home*  at  25 

23 

inputs,  to  Mb  adjustments  to  th*  document  as  n*c*ssary,  and 

24 

locattonsi  25  launch  facilitisa. 

• 

24 

publish  a  document  in  tin*  to  m**t  th*  Congressional 

e 

2S 

Mow,  to  giv*  you  an  idea  what  a  pr e-enql peered 

25 

milestones. 

w 
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1 

Now,  «a  far  a*  the  makeup  ot  the  document ,  you  aay 

1 

deployment  locations. 

2 

be  aware  that  a  recent  decision  by  the  Air  Porce  —  or  of  a 

2 

Mow,  in  preparing  this  F IF ,  me  divided  the  analyses 

3 

recent  decision  by  the  Air  Force  to  deploy  an  air  refueling 

3 

into  12  basic  categories  that  are  shomn  here.  Plus  me  also 

4 

wing  at  Ralmstrom  Air  Force  Base.  This  was  analysed  in  an 

4 

analysed  safety.  Me  looked  at  the  significance  of  each 

5 

environment  assessment.  The  decision  has  been  made  to 

5 

impact.  Norn,  by  significance  —  and  you  are  going  to  see 

6 

deploy,  and  so  the  consequences  of  that  deployment  are  now 

6 

that  term  used  tonight  --  it  is  a  term  that  is  used  by  the 

7 

included  in  the  baseline  conditions. 

7 

Council  on  Environmental  Quality  implementing  regulations  and 

e 

This  EIS  loot-*  at  the  deployment  and  peacetime 

8 

is  a  term  to  denote  importance  or  area  of  concern. 

9 

operation  of  the  small  I  CBN  at  Ralmstrom  Air  Force  Base.  So 

9 

So  in  our  analysis  me  identify  something  of 

10 

that's  superimposed  upon  the  baseline  conditions. 

10 

significance  then  it  means  it  is  sn  ares  of  concern  not  only 

11 

Now,  in  February  the  president  replied  to  the 

11 

to  the  Air  Force,  but  also  to  the  local  population,  to  local 

12 

Congressional  request  to  cose  back  with  a  more  survivable 

12 

jurisdictions. 

13 

basing  mode. 

13 

Me  also  identify  in  the  dociaent  whether  the  impact 

14 

Be  Identified  --  this  is  a  more  survivable  basing 

14 

is  going  to  be  of  long  or  short  duration. 

IS 

mode  for  Peacekeeper. 

15 

Mom,  in  doing  our  analyses,  the  areas  of  greatest 

16 

And  he  identified  the  Peacekeeper  to  be  based  in  a 

16 

concern  that  me  uncovered  mere  in  socioeconomics  and  in 

17 

Rail  Garrison  basing  mode  and  he  identified  Ralmstrom  Air 

transportation,  so  you  are  going  to  see  that  in  the  rest  of 

16 

Force  Base  as  one  of  11  candidate  bases  for  that  basing 

>8 

this  presentation  it's  really  going  to  be  focused  on  those 

19 

mode. 

19 

tmo  particular  areas. 

20 

In  this  EIS  we  considered  the  cumulative  impacts  of 

20 

Now,  in  socioeconomics  we  looked  at  six 

21 

superimposing  the  Peacekeeper  on  top  of  the  small  JCBR  on  top 

21 

sub-elements j  the  economic  base,  we  looked  at  demographic 

22 

of  the  baseline  conditions. 

22 

issues,  we  looked  at  housing,  we  looked  at  public  services. 

23 

But  it  should  be  emphasised  here,  if  Congress 

23 

me  looked  at  public  finance. 

24 

continues  to  support  Peacekeeper,  a  separate  EIS  will  be 

o 

24 

Of  those  areas,  of  course  the  major  concerns  mere 

25 

prepared  next  year  to  aid  in  the  final  selection  of  the 

25 

in  housing  and  public  finance. 

c* 
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1 

As  far  as  the  socioeconomic  base  is  concerned  we 

1 

Norn,  in  the  short  term  as  me  noted,  it  should  be 

2 

identify  me  are  going  to  create  1100  jobs  direct  work.  But 

2 

(inaudible)  immigrations  because  most  of  the  jobs  can  be 

3 

also  in  the  construction  phase  and  in  the  operational  phase 

3 

satisfied  from  local  resources. 

4 

there  mill  be  over  1200  jobs  created  indirect  jobs. 

4 

Homever,  in  the  long  term,  are  going  to  see  a  large 

5 

Rhat  do  I  mean  by  indirect  jobs?  That  mould  be  the 

5 

immigrrtlon  of  military  personnel.  Me  noted  there  mill  about 

6 

additional  teachers  that  mould  be  required,  the  additional 

6 

3100  military  personnel  required. 

7 

police  force  that  mould  be  required,  the  additional 

7 

Nhen  you  combine  that  with  their  dependents,  we  saw 

e 

maintenance  personnel  on  the  roads  that  mill  be  required  to 

8 

an  influx  of  about  7600  people  coming  into  the  Great  Palls 

9 

support  the  needs  of  the  program. 

9 

ares. 

10 

Me  also  analyzed  horn  many  of  these  jobs  mill  be 

10 

This  would  change  the  total  military  population  in 

11 

filled  locally  and  horn  many  mould  come  from  out  of  state. 

11 

Great  Falls  from  about  10,700  people  to  over  19,000  people, 

12 

Mom,  in  order  to  do  this,  me  had  to  look  at  mhat  mas 

12 

or  they  again  constitute  about  24  percent  of  the  population 

13 

available  locally  and  mhat  types  of  jobs  me  mere  creating. 

13 

of  Great  Falls. 

14 

And  me  found  by  analyses  determined  that  over  80 

14 

And  because  they  hav  different  demographics  than 

15 

percent  of  these  jobs  identified  here  could  be  satisfied  from 

15 

the  residential  population,  we  found  this  could  be 

16 

local  resources. 

16 

significant.  They  have  different  characteristics,  including 

17 

Me  also  sam  about  S990  million  morth  of  spending 

17 

age,  income,  geographic  background,  etcetera. 

16 

betmeen  1990  and  2005. 

16 

Now,  in  housing  we  looked  at  the  ability  of  the 

19 

And  on  a  yearly  basis,  when  you  combine  the 

19 

community  to  support  the  needs  of  the  immigrating 

20 

military  spending  or  the  spending  of  the  military  personnel 

20 

population.  Me  looked  at  the  available  assets,  we  looked  at 

21 

and  the  spending  of  the  contracting  office,  me  sam  about  an 

21 

the  ability  of  the  private  sector  to  respond  to  the  demand. 

22 

antra  $63  million  coming  into  the  community. 

22 

It  should  be  noted  here  that  the  Air  Force  has  a 

23 

In  demographics,  me  looked  up  the  makeup  of  the 

23 

policy  that  to  rely  on  the  civilian  community  first,  and  if 

24 

present  community  and  considered  its  ability  to  assimilate 

Q 

n 

24 

the  civilian  sector  cannot  respond,  then  the  Air  Force  will 

25 

the  immigrating  population. 

C 

25 

provide  the  housing  either  through  the  military  family 

> 
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housing  program  or  through  other  federal  progress  such  es 

1 

assimilated. 

2 

Section  001-802.  That  would  be  lease  purchase  or  guaranteed 

2 

In  public  services,  we  looked  at  both  the  ability 

3 

rental . 

3 

of  the  jurisdictions  to  provide  the  services  as  far  as 

4 

In  our  analyses  we  found  out  that  in  the  short  term 

4 

personnel  were  Concerned.  «e  looked  at  their  ability  to 

5 

there  was  sufficient  resources  available  to  satisfy  the 

5 

6 

needs.  And  in  fact,  there  should  be  a  beneficial  effect  on 

6 

In  most  parts  we  saw  that  there  would  be  about  5  to 

7 

the  local  community  with  the  hotels/motels  being  utilised  by 

7 

10  percent  increase  in  a  requirement  for  services,  due  to  the 

0 

the  workers  and  also  many  of  the  present  vacancies  in  housing 

0 

immigration  of  personnel,  particularly  in  the  operational 

9 

throughout  the  area  —  isany  vacant  houses  being  occupied. 

9 

phase,  which  will  cause  the  need  to  place  additional  police 

10 

However,  in  the  long  ter*  we  deterained  that  the 

10 

force  on,  additional  teachers  on,  etcetera. 

11 

private  sector  could  not  respond  to  the  total  requi resent 

11 

As  far  as  facilities  were  concerned,  w«  found  that 

12 

inposed  by  the  Air  Force;  it  could  not  provide  houses  at  an 

12 

in  most  cases  the  facilities  were  built  for  a  much  larger 

13 

affordable  price  by  »any  of  the  *ilitary  personnel.  So  it 

13 

population  than  we  are  even  projecting,  and  therefore  we  saw 

14 

would  be  necessary  for  the  Air  FotC*  to  provide  the 

14 

no  problem  there,  with  the  exception  which  you  probably  are 

15 

additional  housing,  either  through  military  family  housing 

15 

already  familiar  with,  which  la  the  Caacada  County  Jell, 

16 

progra*  or  through  other  federal  progress. 

16 

which  is  already  well  —  being  used  well  beyond  capacity  and 

17 

In  education,  the  school  enrollment  in  Great  Palls 

17 

so  has  no  ability  to  accomodate  any  additional  population. 

10 

would  Increase  almost  1200  students.  This  would  be  about  a 

10 

In  public  finance,  we  looked  at  the  additional 

19 

9.1  percent  Increase  over  the  projected  population,  baseline 

19 

: ever.'Jes  that  would  be  created  by  this  psrticular  program. 

20 

population. 

20 

and  then  considered  the  additional  expenditures  required  to 

21 

The  consequences  of  this  would  be  that  without  any 

21 

provide  the  services  for  this  Immigrating  population. 

22 

aitigatlve  actions  the  student/teacher  ratio  would  exceed 

22 

In  most  areas  we  found  there  to  be  minimal  impact 

23 

State  standards.  It  should  be  noted  that  in  ell  the  other 

23 

except  with  Cascade  County,  City  of  Great  Palls,  and  the  two 

24 

school  districts  that  we  considered  the  increase  in 

24 

Great  rails  School  Districts.  Por  all  three  of  the  • 

25 

population  ahould  not  be  *ore  than  50,  and  could  be  easily 

25 

jurisdictions,  there  will  be  continued  financial  shortfalls 

PS 
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throughout  the  life  of  the  progra*  unless  some  mitigative 

1 

with  the  exception  of  when  they  aov«d  the  Hard  Nobile 

2 

action  is  taken. 

2 

Launcher. 

3 

Under  utilities,  we  looked  at  such  things  as  waste 

3 

This  la  a  vary  large  vehicle.  It's  105  feet  long. 

4 

water,  water,  energy  supplies,  electricity,  gas.  And  In  all 

4 

14  foot  wide,  and  probably  moving  at  a  relatively  alow 

5 

cases  we  found  there  was  sufficient  capacity  either  in  being 

5 

speed. 

6 

or  programmed  to  accomodate  this  particular  programs  needs 

6 

And  so  therefore  there's  s  likelihood  that  it  could 

7 

and  so  therefore  saw  no  impact. 

7 

causa  some  queuing  problems  and  disruption  of  local  traffic. 

B 

In  transportation  w*  looked  at  a  variety  of  areas, 

8 

Now  again  we  would  be  working  with  the  State  Highway 

9 

including  the  airport,  public  transportation,  railroads,  but 

9 

Department  to  aee  how  we  can  mitigate  that  psrticular 

10 

10 

problem. 

11 

And  in  this  particular  area  we  saw  major  problems 

11 

12 

in  the  short  term,  the  congestion  of  the  roads  In  Great  rails 

12 

urban  and  rural  land  use.  As  far  as  the  urban  land  us*  was 

13 

due  to  workers  going  to  the  base  Itself,  and  considerable 

13 

concerned,  we  saw  no  problem  In  that  sufficient  development 

14 

disruption  of  roads  work  deployment  area  as  roads  are 

14 

of  the  land  in  the  baelc  —  in  Great  Falls. 

15 

upgraded,  as  bridges  are  replaced,  as  center  sections  are 

15 

In  rural  land  use,  with  the  taking  out  of  services 

16 

widened  to  accomodate  our  needs. 

16 

between  .1  to  1.6  acres  per  site  and  of  course  the  600  acres 

17 

In  the  long  ter*  we  saw  continued  this  congestion 

17 

of  land  immediately  adjacent  to  the  beee,  we  maw  this  as  a 

16 

In  Great  Palis,  particularly  if  housing  is  provided  off  base 

18 

very  »all  removal  of  agricultural  land  compared  to  that 

19 

through  other  federal  programs.  And  we  also  saw  continued 

19 

which  was  available  as  a  —  not  a  significant  impact. 

20 

problems  throughout  the  deployment  area  because  of  the 

20 

Me  were  very  much  concerned  about  the  possibility 

21 

additional  loads  placed  on  the  roads  for  the  movement  of  the 

21 

of  impacting  inhabited  facilitlee,  and  that  could  have  been  a 

22 

military  vehicles  back  and  forth. 

22 

significant  Impact.  But  of  course  I  have  identified  that  we 

23 

Mow,  in  moat  cases  it  was  just  --  there  vaa  a 

73 

have  been  able  to  avoid  such  impacts  in  out  proposed  set  of 

24 

lowering  of  the  level  of  service  because  of  additional 

24 

launch  facilities. 

25 

vehicles  on  the  road.  But  it  was  still  m  acceptable  level, 

75 

In  recreation  we  looked  at  the  increased  recreation 

N 
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1 

use  by  the  immigrating  population.  As  far  aa  regional 

1 

Paleontological  resources,  there  —  this  state  of 

2 

recreation  is  concerned,  this  state  has  a  great  capacity  to 

2 

Montana  has  two  major  areas  very  —  of  import  to  the 

3 

absorb  the  immigration  that  we  have  coding  in. 

3 

scientific  community,  so  therefore  there  wes  s  chance  of 

4 

Aa  far  as  local  recreation  primarily  here  we're 

4 

destroying  materials  that  would  be  value  to  the  scientific 

5 

talking  in  Great  Palla,  we  saw  some  problems  in  some 

5 

community  as  we  worked  on  soswt  launch  facilities. 

6 

facilities,  primarily  softball  fields  and  golf  courses. 

6 

As  far  as  ths  native  Indian  or  Native  Americana 

7 

There  were  not  sufficient  numbers  of  those  to  accomodate  the 

7 

were  concerned  we  are  not  going  to  be  directly  impacting  any 

8 

increased  population. 

8 

known  sacred  sites.  Me  could  have  some  visusl/audible 

9 

The  visual  resources  —  here  we  can  see  what  the 

9 

impacts  on  some  of  these  sites. 

10 

visual  iapact  would  be  on  the  environment.  He  used  a  model 

10 

But  in  our  communications  with  native  Indians  or 

n 

that  was  developed  by  the  Bureau  of  Land  Hanageaent  to  sake 

11 

Native  Americana  that  wasn’t  their  major  concern.  Their 

12 

this  determination.  And  because  of  the  ability  of  the 

12 

major  concern  was  what  would  happen  Lf  we  came  across  a 

M 

earth-covered  igloo  to  blend  in  with  the  environaent,  and 

13 

burial  sits?  One  of  their  concerns  in  the  the  past  is  many 

14 

because  many  of  the  launch  facilities  are  not  seen  frea  aajor 

14 

times  these  remains  are  handed  over  to  anthropologists  and 

15 

thoroughfares,  this  iapact  was  determined  to  be  not 

15 

then  the  body  is  put  in  a  austim  for  display.  And  they 

16 

significant. 

16 

consider  this  to  be  disturbing  the  spirit  of  that  person. 

17 

Ne  looked  at  paleontological  and  cultural  resources 

17 

And  he  can't  rest  until  he's  re-interred  in  the  ground. 

18 

and  in  this  particular  case  we  found  that  there  was  a 

16 

It  is  the  Air  Pores  policy  that  if  we  do  come 

19 

potential  impacting  in  historic  resources,  particularly  when 

19 

across  Indian  remains  to  call  upon  the  traditional  leaders  of 

20 

we're  working  on  bridges.  That's  the  aost  likely  place  for 

20 

the  appropriate  Indian  group  and  hand  it  over  to  that 

21 

those  types  of  resources  to  be  found. 

21 

traditional  leader  for  re-intar rnment  in  accordance  with 

22 

As  far  as  historic  resources  were  concerned,  there 

22 

their  religious  beliefs. 

23 

was  one  bridge  that  was  eligible  for  the  National  Register  of 

23 

In  biological  resources  we  saw  same  impact  in  a 

24 

Historic  Places  and  six  others  that  were  potentially 

24 

short  term  or  some  sensitive  areas,  we  saw  some  impacts  on 

o 

rt 

25 

eligible. 

25 

sensitive  wildlife  habitats,  particularly  areas  where  there 

e* 
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1 

was  wintering  shelter. 

1 

2 

However,  the  impacts  would  be  relatively  small  when 

2 

have  bridge  construction  but  of  course  that  will  soon 

3 

compared  to  the  available  land. 

3 

dissipate  aa  soon  as  the  construction  activities  would  be 

4 

And  therefore,  we  concluded  that  a  species  effected 

« 

completed. 

5 

would  soon  returned  to  its  original  population  else  as  soon 

5 

In  geology  and  soils  we  saw  a  major  demand  for 

6 

as  the  work  was  completed,  and  no  impact  would  occur.  Or  no 

6 

aggregate  resources;  however  particularly  in  the 

7 

significant  impacv.  would  occur. 

7 

Conrad/Shelby  area  and  in  the  Lewistown  area  where  w*  would 

8 

In  looking  at  the  additional  hunting  and  fi~hing 

8 

probably  exceed  the  production  capabilities  of  those 

9 

that  would  come  about  from  the  increased  population,  we  again 

9 

particular  areas. 

10 

saw  sufficient  capacity  within  the  state  of  Montana  to 

io  : 

But  in  the  long  term,  we  saw  that  the  commercial 

11 

accomodate  this  increase  and  therefore  no  significant 

11 

suppliers  of  aggregate  would  be  able  to  respond  to  sufficient  ! 

12 

impact. 

12  i 

quantities  available  and  therefore  no  insignificant  impact  In  | 

13 

The  1973  Endangered  Species  Act  required  the  Air 

13 

the  long  term. 

14 

Pores  to  consider  whether  we  had  any  impact  on  threatening 

14 

At  far  as  air  quality  and  noise  we  saw  very  little 

15 

1  endangered  species. 

15 

impact  eithsr  in  the  short  term  or  the  long  term  end  neither 

16 

After  our  analyses  we  concluded  that  we  would  have 

16 

one  of  those  w»*  determined  to  be  a  significant  impact. 

17 

no  Impact  and  the  U.S.  Pish  and  Nildllfe  Service  has  agreed 

17 

Now,  in  looking  at  the  alternatives,  the  first 

18 

with  that  ass  *  » 

16 

alternative,  alternative  one,  this  envisioned  the  use  of  the 

19 

»  ’  uurces  we  saw  very  little  iapact  across 

19 

pre-engineered  buildings  in  lieu  of  the  iglooe.  It  had 

20 

the  board  out  nr  within  the  municipal  areas  was  only  going 

20 

initially  a  higher  potential  for  impacts  on  homea.  But 

21  1 

to  be  abi  ■  y  _*nt  of  what  is  currently  used,  and  in  the 

21 

again,  we  have  been  able  to  avoid  those  homes.  So  now  the 

22 

r.ial  areas  we  will  use  about  100  acre  feet  per  year  in  the 

22 

impacts  associated  with  this  are  of  s  similar  nature  to  that 

23 

construction  phase,  and  only  about  30  acre  feet  per  year  in 

23 

in  the  proposed  action. 

24 

the  operational  phase.  So  we  saw  very  little  impact. 

o 

« 

’4 

For  alternative  two  this  was  of  250  Hard  Mobile 

o 

n 

25 

As  far  as  impacts  upon  surface  water  wes  concerned. 

i 

25 

Launchers.  In  this  particular  caae  we  had  an  increase  in 

> 

> 
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1 

operational  personnel  which  increaaea  socioeconomic  impacts. 

1 

continued  or  increased  financial  shortfalls  for  the  three 

2 

again  primarily  around  the  Great  Palls  area.  However,  there 

2 

jurisdictions  we  have  talked  about. 

3 

would  be  Increased  traffic  on  the  roads  as  we  move  acre  and 

3 

Now,  one  area  of  great  concern  is  safety.  And  even 

4 

aore  vehicles  back  and  forth. 

4 

though  we  have  bad  a  history  of  25  yesrs  of  dealing  with  tha 

5 

And  alternative  number  three,  the  socioeconomic 

5 

Hinuteman  system  without  an  accide  resulting  in  a  fire  or 

6 

impacts  would  be  similar  to  the  proposed  action.  But  in  this 

6 

esploalon  and  even  though  this  additional  safety  built  into 

7 

particular  case  we  cannot  avoid  inhabited  homes  and  we  could 

7 

this  particular  system,  the  National  Environmental  Quality 

8 

be  Impacting  inhabited  homes  at  25  launch  facilities. 

8 

Act  still  requires  the  Air  Porce  to  hypothesize  s  credible 

9 

Por  the  no  action  alternative,  the  current 

9 

accident  and  then  to  dstsrmine  what  the  environmental 

10 

(inaudible)  stay  Mai  mat roe  Air  force  the  air  refueling  wing 

10 

consequences  of  that  accident  might  be. 

11 

and  the  Minuteman  we  aspect  the  military  population  to  remain 

11 

In  this  particular  case,  we  hypothesised  a  petrol 

12 

about  10,700i  about  IS  percent  of  the  Great  Falls 

22 

tanker  running  in  the  Sard  Nobile  Launcher  in  transit. 

13 

population.  Me  would  aspect  in  the  long  term  the 

13 

If  the  fire  associated  with  the  accident  waa  of 

14 

unemployment  rate  to  gradually  decrease,  leveling  off  at 

14 

enough  intensity  and  of  enough  duration  and  if  the  re-entry 

15 

about  6  percent. 

15 

vehicle  containing  the  radioactive  material  had  broken  open. 

16 

Por  the  cissulative  impact  if  you  superimpose 

16 

there  la  a  possibility  that  acme  of  the  petrol  would  be 

17 

Peacekeeper  on  top  of  amall  1CBM,  Peacekeeper  has  about  8100 

17 

aerosolized  into  the  atmosphere. 

18 

million  worth  of  construction  effort.  This  would  employ 

18 

In  our  modeling  we  determined  that  within  a  2  mile 

1* 

about  220  additional  workera  within  the  Great  Palla  area. 

19 

region  downwind  of  the  site  anyone  that  would  be  exposed 

20 

Thare  would  be  about  317  people  required  to  operate  the 

20 

would  be  subject  to  increased  risk  of  death,  and  that  risk 

21 

Peacekeeper  system.  When  you  include  their  families,  that 

21 

was  determined  to  be  about  additional  14  deaths  of  each  one 

22 

would  bring  about  axtra  700  people  into  the  Great  Palla 

22 

million  personnel  exposed. 

23 

araa. 

23 

Now,  this  accident  --  it  wss  hypothetical.  It  is 

24 

So  you  have  an  lncrtased  amount  of  public  aervlces. 

o 

24 

vary  improbable  that  it  would  ever  happen.  The  probebillty 

25 

the  increased  school  enrollment,  and  unfortunataly  tha 

25 

of  an  accident  of  that  type  ever  happening  when  you  take  into 
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1 

account  the  sequence  of  events  that  muat  occur  for 

1 

how  it  wishes  to  take  on  an  impact  the  Air  Porce  is  committed 

2 

aaroaolisation  to  occur  was  determined  by  the  Air  Pore*  to  be 

2 

to  work  with  that  community  or  with  that  jurisdiction  to  help 

3 

about  100  billion  to  1. 

3 

in  the  execution. 

4 

Now,  tha  last  issue  I  wish  to  talk  about  is 

4 

That  concludes  my  prepared  remarks. 

5 

mitigations. 

5 

Colonel? 

6 

1  have  identified  a  lot  of  impacts  this  evening. 

6 

COL.  BRISTOL i  Thank  you.  we* re  going  to  take 

7 

And  mitigations  are  developed  to  reduce  those  impacts  or 

7 

about  a  ten-minute  recess.  I  don't  know  if  anyone  left  their 

8 

hopefully  eliminate  them. 

8 

car  wlndowa  down.  It's  probably  too  late  to  be  doing 

9 

Now  there  are  some  mitigations  that  tha  Air  force 

9 

anything  about  it  now.  Looks  like  we're  having  a  pretty 

10 

has  already  signed  up.  Their  conetructlon  practices, 

10 

pretty  good  rain  outside. 

11 

etcetera.  And  they  have  already  been  included  in  the 

11 

Ne'll  give  you  a  little  time,  if  you  haven't  been 

12 

analyses. 

12 

able  to  do  ao  already  to  fill  out  the  comment  sheet.  Por 

13 

Thar#  are  other  mitigations  which  art  within  the 

13 

14 

capability  of  the  Air  Porce  to  take.  And  one  of  them  would 

14 

are  to  check  whether  you  can  wish  to  ask  a  question  or 

15 

be  the  selection  of  launch  facilities  that  avoids  Inhabited 

15 

whether  you  wish  to  make  a  statement.  And  you  can  check  both 

16 

homes. 

16 

blocks  if  you  like. 

17 

But  there  are  other  mitlgative  actions  that  are  not 

17 

Mhen  we  come  back  from  tha  receea  --  before  we  do 

18 

within  the  purview  of  tha  Air  Porce.  tt  would  be  --  it  would 

18 

that,  if  you  would  just  bring  down  the  comment  sheets  to  this 

19 

not  be  right  for  the  Air  Porce  to  come  into  a  community  and 

19 

table  her*  I'll  eort  them  out  and  separate  them  into  one  pile 

20 

tell  you  how  to  adjust  your  school  system  or  how  to  adjust 

20 

for  those  that  have  a  question,  and  in  tha  other  pile  those 

21 

your  finances  or  how  to  increase  your  taxation  to  meet  our 

21 

that  just  wish  to  make  comments.  And  following  the  recess 

22 

neada . 

22 

I'll  call  upon  you  firat  for  tha  questions  and  then  fot  the 

23 

They  are  the  prerogative  of  the  local 

23 

comments.  I'm  not  going  to  try  to  do  it  in  any  special  order 

24 

jur isdict ion. 

© 

24 

or  according  to  the  subject  matter]  I'm  juet  going  to  take 

25 

But  once  tha  jurisdiction  has  made  its  decision  on 

25 

them  in  the  order  In  which  they  appear  and  everyone  will  have 

N 
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l 

a  fait  chance  to  have  their  questiona  answered.  And  that1 a 

1 

Thank  you  very  much. 

2 

ay  job,  to  see  that  you  get  your  questions  answered.  We  say 

2 

3 

not  be  able  to  answer  every  question  tonight.  If  the  group 

3 

(Whereupon,  the  proceedings  were  held  in  recess  and 

4 

cannot  —  and  there  will  be  nore  people  then  just  Col.  Walsh, 

4 

aubaaquently  reconvened,  and  the  following  proceedings  were 

5 

he  was  seme  other  people  with  hisi  --  if  for  one  reason  or 

5 

entered  of  record:) 

6 

another  it's  not  a  question  that  they  feel  that  they  can  give 

6 

7 

an  accurate  answer  to  tonight  that  question  will  be  answered 

7 

COL .  BRISTOL:  During  the  second  part  of  the 

8 

for  the  record  and  it  will  be  in  the  final  Enviroraental 

6 

hearing  —  these  microphones  aren't  going  to  do  much,  but 

9 

lapact  Statement. 

9 

they  sre  going  to  amplify  your  voice  and  put  you  on  the 

10 

So  if  you  check  on  the  for»  that  you  want  a  copy  of 

10 

record,  which  is  sort  of  s  back  up  tape  which  will  be  in 

11 

that,  that  will  be  one  sure  way  of  Making  sure  you  get  the 

u 

addition  to  the  record  that  Becky  is  taking  on  the  stenoptype 

13 

answer. 

12 

machine. 

13 

Also  there's  s  remote  chance  that  perhaps  a 

So  again,  just  come  up  close  to  one  of  these  mics. 

14 

question  Might  call  for  classified  information.  And  that 

14 

whichever  when  I  call  upon  you,  whichever  seems  to  be  the 

15 

will  be  another  one  we  won't  be  able  to  answer  tonight.  But 

IS 

most  convenient.  Be  careful  coming  out  of  the  stairs.  I  had 

1« 

we'll  go  back  and  figure  out  an  unclassified  way  to  give  you 

16 

a  bad  accident  in  on#  of  those  one  time  long  ago  but  I  can 

17 

a  comprehensive  answer  to  that  question.  And  again,  that 

17 

•till  remember  It. 

16 

will  be  in  the  final  Eiwironmantal  Impact  Statement. 

18 

And  state  your  name  and  spell  your  last  name  and 

19 

So  thank  you  very  much.  It's  just  coming  up  by  my 

19 

then  just  pcass  right  on  with  your  question  or  comment. 

20 

watch  about  7:56.  I  don't  know  if  that's  right  or  not.  At 

20 

We'll  do  the  questions  first.  Those  that  have  checked  both 

21 

least  1  an  not  on  Washington  time,  which  I  was  before. 

21 

blocks,  don't  worry.  I'm  going  to  take  your  form  out  of  ths 

22 

But  let's  cone  back  at  about  —  well,  for  those  of 

22 

question  stack  and  put  it  over  hers.  It  will  bs  hare  again 

23 

you  that  want  to  take  a  cigarette  break  make  it  ten  minutes 

23 

as  we  go  through  ths  comments. 

24 

after  eight  o'clock  and  that  will  give  me  a  few  extra  minutes 

e 

24 

But  r  wsnt  to  keep  a  fine  line  between  them.  So 

25 

to  sort  the  forma  out. 

H 

25 

just  go  right  to  the  question,  and  if  you  have  an  associated 

e* 
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1 

statement  even  on  the  same  subject  save  that  and  there  may  bs 

1 

LT.  COL.  WAL£B:  Unless  the  State  comes  back 

2 

nore  things  you  wsnt  to  say  about  it  aftsr  you  are  hoard  same 

2 

to  us  with  a  recommendation  for  a  change  there  will  not  be  a 

3 

of  ths  other  questions  or  the  answers. 

3 

change. 

4 

Stsrt  out  with  John  Cobb.  That  was  an  accident. 

4 

MR.  COBB:  Okay.  When  you  move  theas  vehicles 

5 

John. 

5 

around  in  case  of  an  emergency  are  you  gonna  uss  those  — 

6 

MB.  COBB:  Por  the  record  I'm  John  Cobb. 

6 

just  the  same  roads  or  are  you  gonna  use  different  roads. 

7 

And  I  have  several  questions  here,  mainly  dealing 

7 

too? 

6 

with  the  roads.  And  you  had  said  that  there  was  a  — 

8 

LT.  COL.  WALS8:  If  we  have  notification  of  a 

9 

MEMBER  OP  THE  AUDIENCE:  Can't  hear  you. 

9 

Soviet  attack  we'll  be  using  all  roads  that  are  available  to 

10 

John. 

10 

us. 

11 

MR.  COBB:  Okay.  I'm  sorry.  I'll  talk 

11 

MR.  COBB:  Are  you  going  to  have  to  change 

12 

louder,  then. 

12 

those  rosds,  too? 

13 

You  said  that  the  State  Highway  Department  had 

13 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  No. 

14 

already  got  a  list  of  which  roads  were  gonna  be  possibly 

14 

MR.  COBB:  Are  those  vehicles  capable  of  going 

15 

changed. 

15 

across  other  roads  that  haven't  been  changed,  then? 

16 

LT.  COL.  WALSH »  The  roads  —  yes,  sir.  The 

16 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  They  are  capable  under  a 

17 

roads  that  ws  are  looking  at  are  the  current  transporter 

17 

war  time  scenario  of  going  on  those  rosds. 

18 

erector  routes.  The  current  rosds  that  are  used  by  the  Air 

IS 

MR.  COBB:  Okay.  On  any  roads  that  you  do 

19 

Pores  to  uss  the  Minutemsn  missiles,  we  sre  not  looking  st 

19 

changs  these  gravsl  rosds  srs  you  going  to  be  maintaining 

20 

any  other  roads. 

20 

those  roads  afterwards  or  ths  county  or  state  going  to  bs? 

21 

MR.  COBB:  They're  just  the  seme  roads  that 

21 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  If  gravel  rosds  ths  Air  Force 

22 

are  being  used  now? 

22 

will  have  its  share  of  the  maintenance  of  those  rosds.  7es, 

23 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  Yes,  sir.  The  same  roads. 

73 

si  r. 

24 

MR.  COBB:  So  there  won't  be  any  change  in  any 

o 

24 

NR.  COBB:  will  that  include  noxious  weeds  or 

25 

other  roada,  then? 

S 

25 

control  of  ths  weeds,  too? 

I 

N 
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1 

outside  of  Augusta  where  the  rivers  cross,  if  you  build  the* 

1 

considered  right  now. 

2 

wrong  or  —  that's  why  it's  Important  to  go  back  and  talk  to 

2 

NR.  COBB:  If  we  wish  to  get  a  copy  of  those 

3 

the  ca*»unlties  again,  because  that  river  —  those  bridges 

3 

4 

can  act  like  a  dike  when  the  river  floods  every  few  years,  so 

4 

months  till  the  State  Highway  Department  gets  done  with  them 

5 

we  just  back  up  »ore  in  Augusta.  They  can  be  built  properly 

5 

or  can  we  get  ahold  of  that  now  or  — 

6 

perhaps  to  lower  the  water  faster  so  we  don't  flood  so  fast. 

6 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  Sir,  I  can  make  —  I  believe 

7 

But  it’s  just  important  that  you  come  back  to  the 

7 

I  can  make  a  commitment  to  get  the  Defense  Access  Heeds  —  e 

8 

community  again.  And  I  guess  you  will  do  that. 

8 

copy  of  the  Defense  Access  Needs  Report  to  you. 

9 

LT.  COL.  WALSH  1  Yes.  If  that’s  a  road  that 

9 

NR.  COBB:  Okay.  Thank  you. 

10 

is  presently  used  by  the  transporter  erector  then  in  all 

10 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  Although  the  final  decision 

11 

probability  that  interchange  will  be  widened  — 

21 

will  —  of  which  of  those  roads  to  be  upgraded  will  be 

12 

MR.  COBB:  Okay. 

12 

dependent  upon  the  outcome  of  our  negotiations. 

13 

LT.  COL.  WALSH i  —  and  we  will  take  the  issue 

13 

So  it  will  give  you  the  overall  scheme  of  every 

14 

up  on  the  bridges. 

14 

road  that  was  considered.  But  not  every  road  that's 

15 

MR.  COBB:  And  one  final  question,  then,  is  if 

15 

considered  will  actually  be  upgraded. 

16 

you  are  going  to  put  two  missiles  on  every  other  site  are  the 

16 

MR.  COBB:  Okay.  Thank  you.  I'll  just  put 

17 

existing  missiles  gonna  be  pulled  up  or  dismantled,  or  do  you 

17 

the  rest  of  ay  questions  in  the  comment  part,  then. 

18 

know  for  sure? 

it 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you  vary  much.  Rick 

19 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  Sir,  at  this  particular  time 

19 

Ripley? 

_  20 

there  is  no  proposed  action  with  respect  to  the  Minuteaan  2 

20 

m.  RIPLEY t  Rick  Ripley. 

21 

and  Rlnuteman  3.  So  that's  why  it  is  not  considered  in  this 

21 

If  I  heard  you  correctly  tonight,  the  Augusta 

22 

EIS. 

22 

School  Systsa  and  for  all  the  matters  of  that  tha  Augusta 

23 

HR.  COBB:  Okay. 

23 

community  would  have  very  little  impact  from  this  other  than 

24 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  At  some  later  date  because  of 

o 

eg 

24 

the  transportation;  is  that  correct? 

25 

(inaudible)  that  could  be  considered.  But  it's  not  being 

25 

LT.  COL.  WAL6H:  The  primary  impact  to  this 

> 
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1 

particular  area,  sir,  will  be  in  the  roads.  The  increase  in 

1 

part. 

2 

school  population  will  be  primarily  in  Great  Palls  and  to  a 

2 

To  give  you  an  idea  of  what  has  been  done  by  the 

3 

lesser  --  such  lesser  extent  in  Conrad  and  Lewistown.  Sc  we 

3 

Air  Force  in  the  past,  in  our  analyses  of  the  impacts  of 

4 

saw  very  little  impact  in  the  Augusta  area. 

4 

Peacekeeper  in  Cheyenne  we  identified  the  need  for  an 

5 

HR.  RIPLEY:  If  any,  huh? 

5 

additional  school.  And  the  Air  Force  program  received  money 

fi 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  If  any. 

6 

from  Congress  to  the  tune  of  $4.8  million  to  build  a  new 

7 

HR.  RIPLEY:  Okay. 

7 

elementary  school  in  Cheyenne  for  the  impacts  associated  with 

8 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you,  sir.  Tom  Larson? 

8 

our  program. 

9 

MR.  LARSON:  Tom  Larson. 

9 

Other  federal  programs  that  already  are  in  being 

10 

If  it  should  happen  that  we  should  have  a 

10 

include  Public  Law  81874.  This  particular  public  law  gives 

11 

significant  increase  in  the  school  population,  I  would  like 

11 

additional  funds  to  a  particular  school  district  based  upon 

12 

to  know  what  kind  of  impact  help  is  available  from  the  forest 

12 

the  number  of  children  that  are  attending  that  school 

13 

Service  --  or  from  the  Air  Force. 

13 

district  whose  parents  live  on  a  military  installation  or  who 

14 

And  also,  if  this  should  happen  and  we  need 

14 

work  on  a  military  installation.  So  those  are  programs 

15 

financial  help,  what  is  the  time  lapse  between  the  time  we 

15 

already  in  being. 

16 

have  extra  students  in  school  and  hire  staff  and  when  funds 

16 

There  are  other  federal  programs  that  we  would  have 

17 

would  be  forthcoming  to  help  us  mitigate  that  impact? 

17 

to  pursue  based  upon  the  situation. 

18 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  Well  air,  the  reason  we  are 

18 

HR.  LARSON:  Thank  you. 

19 

doing  the  EIS  at  the  present  time  time  frame  is  to  allow  us 

19 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you,  air-  Lloyd  Allen? 

20 

to  have  sufficient  time  to  anticipate  an  impact  and  take  the 

20 

HR.  ALLEM:  Lloyd  Allen. 

21 

appropirate  mitigation  so  that  that  impact  never  occurs. 

21 

Okay,  tty  question  is  more  on  local  impact  as  far 

22 

As  I  have  previously  stated,  we  do  not  envision  any 

22 

as  the  Augusta  community.  And  I  was  wondering  like  the  local 

23 

Increase  in  the  school  population  in  Augusta.  There  are  some 

23 

services,  like  when  you  are  building  the  covered  silos  or 

24 

federal  programs  available,  however,  that  we  could  aid  In 

24 

whatever  you  build  you  are  gonna  have  garbage  and  refuge 

25 

reducing  the  impacts  both  financially  as  well  sb  the  physical 

« 

25 

(sic). 

C4 
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1 

Mow.  we've  got  «  local  district  sanitary  landfill 

1 

will  of  the  construction,  would  those  possibly  come  back  to 

2 

district,  and  as  far  as  I  know  It  meets  all  Stats  regulations 

2 

tha  locsl  facility  here  in  Augusta?  for  example  construction 

3 

and  can  just  about  take  anything  except  the  really  real  tough 

3 

down  the  road  from  Augusta. 

4 

stuff. 

4 

And  is  your  answer  yes,  that  it  posaibly  — 

5 

I  was  wondering  if  there  has  been  anything  in  the 

5 

LT.  COL.  WALSB:  There  is  a  possibility  that 

< 

planning  as  far  as  Impact  of  those  local  kind  of  services. 

6 

some  of  those  would  be  disposed  of  in  accordance  with  the 

7 

DR.  NATOR:  At  the  moment  the  plan  is  that  the 

7 

local  or  State  regulations.  Ves,  sir. 

8 

water  will  be  brought  to  the  locations  and  based  water  and 

• 

NR.  ALL  EM  i  Nell  then,  if  that's  the  case 

9 

retJse  will  be  taken  tioa  ;he  locr  .one  back  t  Malastro*  Air 

9 

then,  would  the  —  would  the  Air  Porce  or  --  be  nagnMsMng 

10 

force  Base  or  designated  locations  which  the  State  and  the 

10 

11 

communities  may  identify  or  which  the  Air  Pore*  is  already 

11 

assessments  and  anticipating  —  you  know,  because  the 

12 

using,  including  solid  waste,  yes. 

12 

government  — 

13 

MR.  ALLERi  So  everything  would  go  back  to 

13 

LT.  COL.  NALSRt  What  will  occur  here  is  the 

14 

Great  Palls,  no  mat  ter  what  it  is. 

14 

Air  Porce  win  hire  a  contractor  to  build  the  facility.  And 

13 

dr.  KATMJR:  Mo.  Whether  to  Great  Palls  or 

IS 

the  contractor  would  hava  to  work  with  the  local  authorities 

16 

the  local  dump,  that  is  what  the  Air  Porce  or  the  base  will 

16 

17 

decide.  Zt  will  usually  go  through  the  contractors.  Bue  the 

17 

So  it  would  be  the  contractor  acquiring  the  license 

It 

base  will  not  pick  up  —  perhaps  go  through  the  local 

19 

or  paying  the  fees  to  dispose  of  his  waste. 

19 

contractor  to  pick  up  --  to  bring  watar  and  take  waste  water 

19 

MR.  ALLEN:  Because  like  —  you  know,  part  of 

20 

and  solid  waste  fro*  the  eilos. 

20 

tha  concern  is  as  far  as  facility  bsing  able  to  handle  a 

21 

COL.  BRISTOL »  I  think  the  gentleman's 

21 

large  influx  of  —  you  know,  wood,  concrete,  whatever,  I  mean 

22 

question  was  whether  the  materials  from  the  construction  — 

22 

and  not  having  tlma  and  preparation  to  reaolve  the  problems 

23 

HR.  ALLAN!  Teah. 

23 

as  —  you  know,  management vise. 

24 

COL.  BRISTOL)  If  I  understood  him  correctly 

o 

24 

LT.  OOL.  WALSH  1  If  your  facility  in  this  area 

25 

—  whether  these  matsrlala  were  excess  or  by-products  if  you 

■C 

25 

could  not  accomodate  that  waste  disposal,  then  we  would  have 

N 
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1 

to  haul  that  to  another  facility  at  additional  cost  to  him. 

1 

So  in  the  first  two  to  three  years,  the  bulk  of  the 

2 

which  of  course  he  would  psss  on  to  the  Air  Porce. 

2 

work  is  going  to  be  at  Nalmatrom  and  southeast  of  Nslmstrom. 

3 

MR.  ALLEN i  I  think  my  question  is  more 

3 

As  we  define  or  make  our  dsclsiona  first  of  all 

4 

timely;  trying  to  get  the  Air  Porce  to  let  the  locsl 

4 

which  LPs  we're  going  to  go  to  and  make  decisions  on  tha 

5 

communities  know  sdvsnce  enough  that  thera  --  this  will  be 

5 

sequences  of  those  LPs  then  that  information  will  be 

6 

coming  end  that  wt  will  be  able  to  handle  it. 

6 

available  to  the  local  population. 

7 

I  mean,  tha  local  facility  as  far  as  1  knew  unless 

7 

What  you  will  see  happening  ia  one  year  before  the 

8 

this  project  turns  into  more  than  what  I  think  It  is.  would 

6 

work  on  the  installation  or  on  the  site  begins  we  will  be 

9 

be  eble  to  handle  It.  But  it's  geared  up  for  what  is  here 

9 

improving  the  roads  to  that  site.  And  then  the  following 

10 

now.  not  as  --  and  I  have  no  idea  what  to  even  anticipate. 

10 

year  will  be  the  construction  of  shelters  or  igloos  on  the 

11 

expert. 

11 

site  itself.  But  that  will  be  announced  well  in  advance  and 

12 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  Okay.  I  believe  I  understand 

12 

well  in  advance  of  the  —  probably  even  the  Initial 

13 

your  question. 

13 

construction  in  1990  we  should  know  the  entire  schedule  for 

14 

What’a  going  to  happen,  we  envision  no  construction 

14 

the  entire  deployment  sres. 

15 

on  this  program  beginning  before  1990. 

15 

But  you  wouldn't  have  to  worry  about  construction 

16 

we  envision  at  this  tims  that  In  the  first  two  to 

1* 

in  this  particular  area  until  probably  about  1992,  1993. 

17 

three  years  the  bulk  of  the  construction  will  be  either  on 

17 

NR.  ALLEN:  And  to  carry  it  a  little  further. 

19 

Malmatrom  Air  Porce  Base  or  in  that  region  lsmediately 

18 

how  about  the  local  —  like  the  local  fire  and  the  local 

19 

adjacent  to  the  base  going  —  moving  towards  the  southeast. 

19 

ambulanca? 

20 

That  would  be  the  initial  area  of  work. 

20 

You  know,  because  If  something  should  happen 

21 

On#  of  the  reasons  why  we  have  to  work  in  that 

21 

locally,  you  know,  when  you  are  doing  this,  just  because  they 

22 

direction  is  it  will  take  us  several  years  to  build  or  to 

22 

are  closest  they  are  going  to  be  called  upon  to  try  to  render 

23 

reinforce  the  bridges  across  the  Missouri  River  to  accomodate 

23 

whatever  help  they  can. 

24 

our  needs.  So  we  can't  start  working  on  the  other  side  until 

24 

And  I  mean  is  there  going  to  be  a  program  where  the 

25 

those  bridges  have  been  improved. 

25 

locsl  facilities  on  that  lins  are  able  to  be  upgraded,  you 
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1 

know,  whether  it  —  you  knew,  like  —  I '■  just  going  to  say 

1 

accidents  that  related  to  similar  times  of  construction  to 

2 

for  example,  let’s  say  that  it'a  determined  that  the  local 

2 

generate  a  demand  situation.  And  then  we  compared  that 

3 

ambulance  is  Just  barely  meeting  code. 

3 

demand  that  we  might  be  creating  any  one  area  with  the 

4 

Would  there  be  some  help  is  far  as  getting  a  new 

4 

available  services  in  that  particular  area,  and  at  this 

5 

ambulance  that  will  meet  code  that  will  meet  any  accidents? 

5 

particular  tima  we  determined  that  tha  existing  services  were 

6 

LT.  COL.  WAL8H t  If  we  are  going  to  put  a  load 

6 

actually  sufficient. 

7 

on  the  local  emergency  service  that  it  could  not  meet  then  we 

7 

Mow,  one  of  the  advantages  that  we  have  with  this 

8 

will  have  consider  some  type  of  au^ientation.  Yes,  sir. 

8 

situation  with  respect  to  Augusts,  with  Augusta  being  several 

9 

At  mi-  particular  time,  we  do  not  envision  such  a 

9 

years  --  Ot  the  region  around  Augusta  being  several  years 

10 

burden  being  placed. 

10 

into  the  future  as  far  as  when  we  will  be  deploying  here,  it 

a 

We  saw  that  the  actual  maibers  of  people  out  in  the 

11 

would  give  us  seme  experience  in  the  ares  immsdistsly 

12 

field  at  any  one  time  would  be  very  small,  and  the  number  of 

12 

adjacent  to  the  base  to  adjust  our  analyses  accordingly. 

13 

accidents,  etcetera  being  proportionately  nail. 

13 

One  of  the  things  the  Air  Force  intends  to  do  is 

14 

MR.  ALLER*  But  as  it  is  my  understanding  on 

14 

institute  a  monitoring  program.  The  monitoring  program  will 

IS 

the  ambulance  —  which  I  am  not  a  part  of  but  do  support  — 

15 

be  looking  at  anything  from  additional  police  calls  to 

1C 

they  are  — -  just  on  the  recreational  end  of  it  called  out  on 

16 

additional  new  requirements  for  emergency  services. 

17 

a  continuous  basis. 

17 

etcetera.  And  if  we  see  a  trend  that  is  inconsistent  with 

18 

So  if  you  bring  extra  people  in,  my  question  is  how 

16 

what  we  projected  in  our  EIS,  then  we  would  have  to  make 

19 

would  you  not  expect  to  have  accidents  related  to  workers,  to 

19 

adjustments  at  that  particular  time. 

20 

transportation,  to  bridge  work  —  you  know,  whatever.  I 

20 

we  have  instituted  a  similar  program  with  the 

21 

mean,  to  me  it  looks  like  no  matter  how  you  look  at  it  you 

21 

Peacekeeper  Minuteman  silos  program  at  P.E.  warren,  so  we 

22 

are  going  to  see  that  Augusta  is  going  to  be  impacted  —  you 

22 

can  likewise  identify  any  abboratlons  from  the  predictions  in 

23 

know,  and  the  local  services  are  going  to  be  strained. 

23 

the  EIS. 

24 

LT.  COL.  WALSH t  what  we  did  is  we  looked  at  a 

e 

n 

24 

So  if  we  start  seeing  a  trend  that  tells  us  that 

25 

similar  type  construction  and  we  looked  at  the  number  of 

\ 

25 

may  be  our  initial  assumptions  in  our  EIS  won't  be  correct  we 

e* 

> 
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1 

will  make  the  adjustment  accordingly  at  that  time. 

1 

most  of  the  workers  would  have  to  come  in  from  outside  the 

2 

HR.  ALLENi  Just  to  make  sure  I  understand  it. 

2 

area.  So  we  predicted  a  very  large  immigration. 

3 

my  understanding  is  that  because  of  the  distance  Augusta  is 

3 

Well,  from  the  tine  that  we  filed  that  BIS  to  the 

4 

from  Great  Palls  that  thers  is  enough  time  and  there  will  be 

4 

time  that  work  started,  there  wee  the  big  energy  flop  I  guess 

5 

enough  experience  ahead  of  us  that  if  there  is  problems  the 

5 

you  might  call  it;  the  energy  industry  juet  collapsed. 

6 

Air  Force  will  be  able  to  change  and  modify  things. 

6 

As  a  consequence,  there  wee  a  lot  of  people  that 

7 

LT.  COL.  WALSH t  That's  the  purpose  of  having 

7 

were  unemployed  in  Wyoming.  So  when  we  cane  in  with  our  work 

B 

a  monitoring  program.  And  it's  proven  to  be  extremely 

8 

requirements,  instead  of  needing  immigrants  to  come  in  to 

9 

beneficial  in  light  of  our  activities  at  P.E.  Warren.  And  we 

9 

satisfy  the  needs,  the  needs  were  satisfied  by  the  people  of 

10 

would  intend  to  institute  a  similar  program  here. 

10 

Wyoming. 

11 

MR.  ALLEN:  So  that  what’s  at  the  beginning  is 

11 

As  a  consequence,  all  the  impacts  that  we  have 

12 

not  set  in  concrete,  and  at  there  is  still  movement. 

12 

predicted  never  came  about. 

13 

LT.  COL.  WALSH i  You  have  to  understand  in  the 

13 

Mow,  of  course  thinge  can  go  just  reverse  of  that. 

U 

EIS  —  and  this  applies  not  only  to  the  issues  that  you  are 

14 

So  we  have  to  be  flexible  in  all  these 

15 

talking  about,  but  to  the  whole  spectrum;  education  and  the 

15 

predictions.  We  make  our  beat  guess  at  what  we  feel  their 

16 

whole  works  —  we  have  made  certain  assumptions  in  the  EIS 

16 

impacts  night  be,  but  we  can’t  just  say  that's  it  and  that's 

17 

that  certain  trends  will  continue. 

17 

what  we're  going  to  stay  with.  We  have  to  have  a  monitoring 

IB 

There  is  no  way  that  we  can  control  those  trends. 

18 

program  so  that  we  can  keep  our  fingers  on  what  is  actually 

19 

They  may  change.  They  may  change  for  either  the  better  or 

19 

happening  and  stake  adjustments  as  appropriate. 

20 

for  the  worse,  compared  to  what  we  predicted. 

20 

We  did  it  in  Cheyenne,  we’ll  do  it  here. 

21 

So  therefore  it's  necessary  for  us  to  have  a 

21 

MR.  ALLEMi  Okay.  Thank  you. 

22 

monitoring  program  so  we  can  make  adjustments. 

22 

LT.  COL.  WALSH >  Thank  you. 

23 

Let  me  give  you  a  for  instance.  When  we  did  our 

23 

COL.  BRISTOL t  Thank  you,  sir.  Charles 

24 

analysis  for  P.E.  Warren,  the  energy  business  was  blooming  in 

o 

24 

Klein. 

25 

that  particular  region.  And  so  we  made  a  determination  that 

"v 

25 

MR.  KLEIN:  Thank  you.  My  question  has 

ee 
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1 

already  been  tnawitd. 

1 

COL.  BRISTOL t  I'm  sorry,  Lisa.  Did  you  haw* 

2 

COL.  MlSTOLi  Thank  you,  sir.  Jimi  --  look* 

2 

a  question? 

3 

lik«  Bo* die. 

3 

MB.  BATt  Tea,  I  do  have  a  question,  also. 

« 

m.  ROMX.Pt  My  question  be*  been  answered. 

4 

COL.  CPTHTOL*  lb*  cawwBt  portion  will  be 

5 

IT.  COL.  BRISTOL i  That'S  B  0  A  D  L  K,  *ir? 

5 

later. 

« 

NR.  ROAOLEt  YSS,  it  U. 

6 

MB.  BAY i  Okay.  Ny  question  lot  It  soundod 

7 

COL.  BRISTOL i  Thank  you.  Lisa  Bay? 

7 

like  there  were  a  number  of  areas  that  were  being  evaluated 

8 

NS.  BAY i  My  na aw  is  Lisa  Bay. 

8 

• 

T  r#»d  portions  of  ths  EI8»  the  aocloeconcmic 

9 

curious  how  we  fit  into  the  enalysis  process  with  the  other 

10 

section  in  particular.  I'm  an  snvirotxeental  consultant. 

10 

locations. 

11 

And  a  niabtr  of  tha  comments  and  tbs  questions  that 

12 

I  came  in  late,  you  may  have  already  addressed 

12 

have  coo#  up  tonight  haw*  been  about  the  tangible,  haws  been 

12 

that.  But  it  sounded  like  there  were  11  location*  that  are 

13 

about  things  how  can  ws  sol**  problems,  hoe  can  we  eitigat* 

13 

being  considered? 

14 

things  that  —  impacts  that  sight  occur  as  a  consequence  of 

14 

LT.  COL.  WALSH i  You're  talking  about 

15 

this  project? 

15 

geographic  regions? 

14 

But  Z  guess  my  real  concern  is  about  the 

14 

MB.  BAT 3  Oh-buh. 

17 

intangibles.  It's  about  how  w*  —  how  we  respond  to  the 

17 

LT.  COL.  WALBHt  The  1!  locations  ara  being 

18 

eootional  impacts  of  having  sissiles  in  our  backyards. 

18 

considered  for  the  Peacekeeper  system. 

19 

When  I  drive  by  the  existing  sissiles  I  don't  feel 

19 

NB.  BAT:  Uh-huh- 

20 

safe  I  feel  terrified.  I'd  rather  not  haw*  thes  there. 

20 

LT.  COL.  WALSH :  Bow,  for  the  smell  I CBM  we 

21 

And  I  don't  see  portions  of  the  Els  addressing 

21 

considered  three  basing  modes.  And  we  considered  actual 1 4  24 

22 

those  intangible  responses  that  sany  of  us  have  to  this 

22 

installations.  Por  the  random  movement  basing  mode,  we 

23 

proposed  project. 

23 

considered  installations  In  florid*,  Texas,  New  Mexico, 

24 

1  guess  sy  sitlgation,  ay  suggested  sitigation  is 

n 

24 

Ar lions,  Nevada,  California,  and  Washington. 

0 

ro 

25 

let's  take  thes  out  of  her*.  And  — 

25 

for  the  Minuteman  baaing  modes,  w*  considered  ell 

eo 

> 

ui 
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1 

sis  Ninutaman  bases. 

1 

And  he  also  identified  that  he  could  exercise  the 

2 

And  then  for  hard  silo  basing  sod*  we  considered 

2 

option  for  the  random  movements  basing  mode  and  be  identified 

3 

several  bases,  aalnly  in  ths  southwestern  —  well,  six 

3 

Texas,  New  Mexico,  and  Arisons  as  complexes  where  he  might 

4 

plsces,  but  mainly  the  southwestern  United  States,  but 

4 

deploy  that  system. 

5 

including  r.B.  Warren,  Gila  Bend,  Yuma,  fort  (Inaudible)  — 

5 

NB.  BATt  So  the  decision  has  been  made  that 

0 

X'b  running  out  of  bases.  Anyway,  there  were  six  bases. 

4 

this  is  the  location,  and  all  we're  trying  to  figure  out  is 

7 

MS.  BAY i  My  question  1  don't  think  has  been 

7 

how  to  ameliorate  impacts  from  that. 

8 

answered  yet,  though. 

8 

LT.  COL.  WALSH  1  The  president  has  made  a 

9 

How  do  we  fit  into  the  analysis  of  each  of  those 

9 

decision  to  deploy  at  Nalmatrom.  In  accordance  again  with 

10 

sites? 

10 

11 

LT.  COL.  WALSH t  Well  — 

11 

EIB,  A^lnistrativ#  Bis,  to  aid  ua  in  making  site  specific 

12 

MS.  BAY i  Are  we  last  on  the  list,  first  on 

12 

decisions  within  s  selected  deployment  area. 

13 

the  list,  have  you  ellalnated  soae  sites  already? 

13 

The  other  issue  that  you  should  be  aware  of  is  of 

14 

LT.  COL.  MAL8B i  Y*S,  aa'aa.  In  accordance 

14 

course  that  while  the  president  has  mad*  •  decision,  each 

15 

with  tha  instructions  froai  the  Congress  in  1984  Authorisation 

15 

year  the  Congress  has  an  opportunity  to  review  that  decision 

10 

Bill,  last  year  we  prepared  a  Legistatiwe  Rib,  which  cow pa red 

14 

and  continue  activities  to  either  the  Author  lx*  t ion  or 

17 

the  environaental  lapecta  between  beaea  —  baaing  aodes,  end 

17 

Appropriations  Act. 

18 

then  between  deployment  locations  for  sach  one  of  thoa* 

18 

At  this  particular  time  the  Congress  has  not 

19 

baaing  aodes. 

19 

author ixod  or  appropriated  any  funds  for  the  deployment  or 

20 

And  it  was  with  ths  eld  of  that  particular  document 

20 

the  production  of  tho  missiles.  They  have  only  authorised 

21 

that  the  president  mad*  his  decision  to  deploy  the  small  jcrm 

21 

fund  and  appropriated  funds  for  the  continued  research  end 

22 

*t  Nalmatrom  Air  fores  Base. 

22 

development  in  support  of  the  msell  I CBM  and  of  course  to 

23 

He  also  identified  Ellsworth  Air  force  Base  and 

23 

fund  the  activities  that  are  underway  tonight. 

24 

r.E.  Warran  as  other  locations  where  he  might  deploy  the 

© 

we 

24 

MB.  BATt  Thank  you. 

O 

w* 

25 

smell  I CBM  in  this  particular  baaing  mode. 

** 

25 

COL.  BRISTOL:  On*  0*  the  thing*.  Lias,  that  l 

1 
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1 

pointed  out  in  the  opening  remarks  was  that  even  though  we 

1 

SAC  might  operate  this  particular  system  in  the  field. 

2 

use  the  tern  decision,  presidential  decision,  that  in  context 

2 

To  my  iassediate  right  is  Major  Van  Ness,  and  hs  is 

3 

of  the  executive/legialative  relationships  that  it's  really  a 

3 

an  attorney  with  the  Air  Force  and  he  is  here  to  discuss 

4 

recoeiMndation  or  a  request  and  it* a  yet  to  be  decided  by  the 

4 

legal  issues,  water  issues,  and  safety  issues. 

5 

Congress  whether  and  to  what  extent  to  do  thie  at  any 

5 

On  my  immediate  left  I  have  Dr.  Raj  Hathur,  and  he 

6 

location.  So  it's  not  a  closed  issue. 

6 

la  responsible  for  the  human  resources  portion  of  the 

7 

MS.  BAY:  Thank  you. 

7 

Environmental  impact  Statement.  He  works  for  Tetra-Tech 

8 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you.  David  Knight.  Or 

8 

Corporation. 

9 

Dave  Knight. 

9 

And  on  my  far  left  la  Dr.  Richard  Kramer.  And  ha 

10 

m>  Dbva  ***:«*♦•,  K  W  »  ti  w  T.  Tt's 

10 

is  responsible  for  the  fiscal  resources;  biology,  water. 

11 

not  with  just  the  N. 

11 

•tcetera.  And  likawise,  he  works  for  ths  Tetra-Tech 

12 

Well,  first  of  all  we've  got  some  distinguished 

12 

Corporation. 

13 

gentlemen  and  we  don't  really  knew  who  —  except  for  the 

13 

MR.  KNIGHT:  Oh-huh.  Okay.  One  of  my 

14 

names  on  front  —  who  they  are  and  what  their  expertise  is  as 

14 

questions  —  I  think  part  of  it  aa  far  as  the  educational 

15 

far  as  why  they  are  here. 

15 

impact  because  even  though  Great  Falls  is  not  diractly 

16 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Why  don't  I  have  Col.  Walsh 

16 

17 

introduce  the  iiembere  of  his  panel. 

17 

state  budgeting.  So  1  think  you  have  answered  that 

18 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  Okay.  That  is  a  very  good 

18 

question. 

19 

idea. 

19 

My  q-cstion  iai  How  will  what's  happening  in 

20 

MAJOR  VAN  NES8 :  I  like  it,  too. 

20 

Geneva  impact  on  what  we  are  doing  hare,  and  how  can  Congress 

21 

NR.  KNIGHT:  It's  hard  to  pick  some  brains 

21 

aa  far  as  the  budgeting  —  can  this  whole  thing  be  put  on  the 

22 

when  you  don't  know  what  brains  you're  trying  to  pick. 

22 

shelf? 

23 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  On  my  far  right  is  Lt.  Col. 

23 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  It's  very  speculative  on  my 

24 

Ron  Isaacson.  He  is  frost  headquarters  SAC  and  he  is  here  to 

o 

o 

24 

part  to  answer  that  particular  question. 

25 

address  issues  with  respect  to  the  operational  concept  how 

25 

MR.  KNIGHT:  I  realise  that. 

eg 
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1 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  But  let  me  give  you  a 

1 

As  far  aa  the  transportation  on  the  highways  are 

2 

hypothesis. 

2 

concerned,  now  if  anybody  has  bean  on  Tenth  Avenue  South  in 

3 

One  of  the  reasons  that  the  —  both  the  Scowcroft 

3 

Great  Falla  at  any  time  —  and  that's  probably  the  major 

4 

highway  to  get  one  of  these  Hard  Nobile  Launchers  from  the 

5 

supported  it  was  we  need  to  show  resolve  to  the  Soviets  and 

5 

west  of  Malmstrom  into  Nalmstrom  Air  Force  Base. 

6 

to  help  persuade  them  to  go  to  the  bargaining  table. 

6 

7 

Now,  to  give  you  an  example,  several  years  ago 

7 

■ bypass"  to  go  around  the  congestion? 

8 

there  was  a  considerable  concern  about  intermediate  range 

8 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  There  are  —  again  we  have 

9 

missiles  and  cruise  missiles  in  the  European  theatre.  And  of 

9 

identified  our  requlreawnts  — 

10 

course  a  lot  of  people  were  against  deployment.  We  have 

10 

HR.  KNIGHT:  Oh-huh. 

11 

since  started  deployment.  And  since  we  demonstrated  that 

11 

LT.  COL.  NALSH:  And  the  state  and  the  city. 

12 

resolve,  the  Soviets  have  new  decided  to  coaie  to  the 

12 

etcetera  are  working  with  us  on  how  to  satisfy  our 

13 

bargaining  table  and  now  are  willing  to  offer  the  elimination 

13 

requirements  as  well  as  meet  the  needs  of  the  people  of 

14 

of  intermediate  weapons. 

14 

Nontans. 

15 

It  would  be  hoped  in  the  long  run  that  a  similar 

15 

in  same  of  my  preliminary  discussions  with  the 

16 

type  of  situation  would  occur  to  long-range  missiles.  Of 

16 

former  city  manager  of  Great  Falls  —  and  I'm  sure  it's 

17 

course  that  cannot  be  guaranteed. 

17 

already  been  brought  up  to  the  State  --  the  issue  did  comm  up 

18 

MR.  KNIGHT:  Uh-huh. 

IP 

of  building  a  bypass  to  the  south. 

19 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  So  there  is  a  possibility 

19 

And  again,  wa  would  have  to  look  carefully  at  that 

20 

that  this  system  could  be  impacted  by  the  events  at  Geneva. 

20 

particular  issue  with  the  State  to  see  it's  viability 

21 

And  it  is  possible  that  the  program  at  that  time  could  be 

21 

costwise  as  well  as  meeting  our  needs. 

22 

cancelled  or  curtailed. 

22 

NR.  KNIGHT:  Oh-hub. 

23 

But  lt  should  be  pointed  out  that  Ib  pure 

23 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  But  yes,  that  issue  is  on  the 

24 

speculation. 

o 

w 

24 

table. 

25 

MR.  KNIGHT:  Oh  definitely. 

25 

MR.  KNIGHT:  Row  much  is  ths  government 

eg 
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1 

willing  to  pick  up  th*  coats?  Now  I  know  th«  fedtral 

1 

sidewalk,  and  that's  It. 

3 

government  is  about  the  seme  position  as  what  tha  stata 

2 

LT.  COL.  WALSH r  So  you  nsy  have  to  go  another 

3 

government  hata  —  as  far  financing  any  road  improvements  but 

3 

route. 

4 

what  —  you  know,  percentage  ara  you  looking  at? 

4 

MB.  THOMAS t  Okay.  Thai*  you. 

5 

LT.  cot.  WALSRi  1  don't  think  you  can  say 

5 

COL.  BRISTOL!  Thank  you.  Okay.  Wow,  before 

6 

thara  ia  a  parcantaga  that  wa  ara  willing  and  raady  to  pay 

6 

I  go  into  tbe  public  comments  and  receipt  of  statements,  did 

7 

for  tha  ahara  of  tba  road  upgrada  that  wa  ara  raaponaibla 

7 

any  of  you  that  did  not  fill  out  one  of  these  foras  perhaps 

8 

for. 

8 

have  a  question  that  cane  to  your  Bind  just  as  a  consequence 

9 

MR.  RWICBTi  Okay.  Thank  you,  CoLonal. 

9 

of  listening  to  the  other  questions  and  listening  to  tbe 

10 

OOt.  BRISTOL i  Thank  yon,  air.  Mike  Bey? 

10 

answers? 

11 

HR.  BAT  >  X  aa  going  to  aaka  a  coaaant. 

11 

Are  there  any  other  clarifying  questions  that  any 

22 

cot.  BRISTOL i  All  right.  Ranita  Thoaaa? 

12 

of  you  would  like  to  ask  before  w*  go  into  tbe  comments 

13 

MB.  troMAB*  Ranita  Thoaaa. 

13 

them selves? 

14 

Host  of  ay  questions  hava  baan  an aw* rad.  Tba  only 

14 

Tes,  as  *  an.  If  you  would  like  to  com  down  to  the 

15 

othar  thing  just  cm aa  up. 

IS 

Microphone  —  you  don’t  have  come  to  th*  microphone. 

16 

If  Tanth  Avanua  South  isn't  big  enough,  la  our  Main 

16 

KB.  HAtfR-COBBi  That  would  ba  great.  My  nm 

17 

Straat  big  anough?  Mill  our  Rain  Straat  hava  to  ba  widanad, 

17 

la  Sarah  Hawk-Cobb. 

It 

or  will  it  ba  bypassed? 

IB 

X  know  you  said  it  would  be  about  a  billion  dollars 

19 

LT.  COL.  WALSflt  First  of  all,  is  it  a 

19 

into  the  econoary.  la  that  into  the  economy  for  the 

20 

transporter  erector  route? 

20 

construction? 

21 

m.  THOMAS i  1  balieva  it  is. 

21 

COL.  BRISTOL!  Ara  you  asking  ia  it  for  the 

22 

LT.  COL.  WALSH :  And  If  it  is  than  wa  will 

22 

construction  as  opposed  to  the  operation  and  construction? 

23 

have  to  consider  widening  it  or  going  with  ar  alternate  route 

23 

MB.  HAMS -COBB i  Right.  I  was  just  wondering 

24 

If  widening  it  is  not  possible. 

24 

how  such  tbe  Mlasilea  to  build  coat. 

25 

MS.  THOMAS i  Oh,  okay.  Because  there's  like  a 

25 

COL.  BRISTOL:  All  right.  Col .  Walsh? 

N 
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LT.  COL.  WALSH t  The  entire  program  cc6ta  — 

1 

it  doesn't  make  sense  to  mo  that  the  people  whoa  it  will 

2 

when  you  consider  the  production  of  the  Missiles.  The 

2 

impact  the  moat  should  not  be  made  aore  aware  of  what  is 

3 

research  and  development,  aa  well  aa  the  Military 

3 

happening. 

4 

construction  progr aai,  and  when  you  consider  for  S00  Missiles 

4 

COL.  BRISTOL!  I'll  let  Col.  Welsh  address 

5 

there  will  be  about  S32  to  34  billion  in  '04  fiscal  year 

5 

that  question. 

6 

dol lar*. 

6 

LT.  COL.  WALSRi  First  of  all,  in  the  initial 

7 

MB.  RAWR-COBBi  Okay.  My  other  question  lai 

7 

a co ping  aeetinga  we  had  four  locations.  That  was  not  a 

0 

Since  it'a  going  to  be  that  expensive,  I  *■  wondering  why  the 

• 

decision  that  waa  aade  in  the  dark.  We  --  in  ay  meeting  with 

9 

people  that  are  iMpacted  the  most  —  you  talked  about  Great 

9 

the  Governor,  I  presented  to  hia  what  the  progr aa  was  and  how 

10 

Falla  a  lot  —  they  don't  have  the  aissilee  on  their  blocks. 

10 

we  were  going  to  conduct  the  BIS  and  asked  that  his  input  and 

11 

They  —  you  know,  they  will  be  having  economic  lapact  Mostly 

11 

at  least  concurrence  with  our  proposal  to  go  Lewiatown, 

22 

there. 

12 

Conrad,  Groat  Falla,  and  Helena. 

13 

But  we  will  be  living  with  the  Missiles  out  here. 

13 

And  at  —  particularly  at  the  Conrad  hearing  your 

14 

I  aa  wondering  why  a  lot  of  the  other  little  tcwne 

14 

issue  waa  raised,  that  we  perhaps  were  cauaing  people  to 

15 

were  not  —  have  a  Meeting  like  this  to  infora  then  because 

25 

travel  undue  distance  end  should  add  additional  locations  to 

16 

of  potentially  they  were  going  to  have  their  roads  impacted. 

16 

our  public  hearings  In  the  future.  And  for  that  reason  we 

17 

it  was  going  to  be  places  that  they  like  go  fishing,  hunting 

17 

did.  we  added  Rarlowton  and  we  added  Augusta.  Bo  we 

It 

things  like  that.  And  also  potentially  for  one  of  your  plana 

i. 

sctuslly  are  scoping  in  six  locations  —  or  five  throughout 

19 

some  of  their  houses  would  be  moved.  And  I'm  talking  about 

19 

the  deployment  area  and  of  course  Helena,  the  state  capital. 

20 

towns  like  Cheater,  Cut  Rank,  Shelby.  You  know,  other  little 

20 

MS.  RAWB-COhB!  One  aore  question. 

21 

towns  —  Choteau  --  I'm  just  curious  — 

21 

COL.  BRISTOL  t  Tea. 

22 

COL.  BRISTOL!  why  didn't  we  have  more  public 

22 

m.  HAWR-COBBi  That  green  book  there,  your 

23 

hearings? 

23 

ntateaent  on  —  lapact  statement  there,  would  it  be  possible 

24 

MB.  MAWR-COMBi  Right.  Since  we’re  already 

o 

w 

J* 

to  make  it  available  to  each  of  these  snail  communities  via 

23 

spending  to  mich  —  we  are  talking  about  30  to  35  billion  -- 

7 

25 

their  libraries? 

W 
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1 

COL.  BRISTOL:  I  think  that'*  already  b*«n 

2 

how  much  they  are  gonna  pay,  what  they  are  gonna  pay  —  you 

2 

dona. 

2 

know,  the  —  I  mean  the  -- 

3 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  Y*a. 

3 

COL.  BRISTOL:  All  right. 

4 

COL.  BRISTOL:  But  let’s  let  Col.  Mai  ah 

4 

NR.  ALLEN t  Because  --  you  know,  what  are  we 

5 

address  that. 

5 

gonna  have  to  pick  up  because  they  feel  it's  our  share? 

6 

LT.  COL.  WALSHi  Yea.  It  has  already  been 

6 

LT.  COL.  MAL88:  Okay.  Let  me  give  you  a 

7 

done,  plus  if  each  one  of  you  would  like  to  have  a  copy  of  it 

7 

synopsis  of  this. 

8 

and  request  such  we  will  sake  sure  that  you  cecieve  a  copy. 

8 

Basically  in  doing  our  analyses  we  bad  to  make  a 

9 

MS.  BAWK-COBB:  Okay. 

9 

just  —  determine  what  would  be  the  additional  income  coming 

10 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  It  ia  a  public  dociaent  and 

10 

into  tha  area,  coming  into  the  various  jurisdictions. 

11 

it  will  be  aade  available  to  you  if  you  ask  for  it.  Me  did 

11 

This  wss  made  on  the  basis  of  the  income  tax  that 

12 

aend  to  everyone  that  asked  —  or  attended  a  scoping  Meeting, 

12 

will  be  generated  on  the  additional  jobs  that  are  created. 

13 

we  did  Make  it  available  to  the  public  libraries,  and  also  to 

13 

the  property  tax  that  will  be  collected  on  the  additional 

14 

the  local  jurisdictions  and  of  course  the  State  agencies. 

14 

homes  that  will  be  built. 

15 

MS.  HAWK-COBB1  Okay.  Thank  you. 

15 

Again,  all  projections  we  —  for  the  property  tax 

16 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Any  other  questions  before  we 

16 

we  assumed  that  the  current  mill  rate  would  continue  and 

17 

go  into  the  public  comments? 

17 

would  not  be  raised. 

18 

HR.  ALLEN:  Could  I  ask  one  «ore? 

18 

And  then  when  we  looked  at  the  expenditures,  again 

19 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Yes,  sir.  Your  name  again  was? 

19 

we  projected  based  upon  the  current  expenditures.  If  it  was 

20 

HR.  ALLEN:  Lloyd  Allen. 

20 

for  school  children,  the  cost  of  their  high  school  studsnts 

21 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Lloyd  Allen.  Okay.  Go  ahead. 

21 

in  Great  Falls  a  year’s  education  is  about  $2100.  Now,  in 

22 

HR.  ALLEN:  Hy  question  is  sore  on  the 

22 

elementary  schools,  about  $1600. 

23 

finances.  You  know,  we’re  talking  about  the  local  inputs  and 

23 

N#  projected  the  rate  —  tha  numbers  of  police  in 

24 

then  the  Air  Force.  I  waa  wondering  if  we  could  get  a  real 

o 

24 

tha  police  force  to  be  proportional  to  the  iamiigratlng 

25 

—  a  Reader's  Digest  version  of  how  the  Air  Force  deternines 

25 

population  and  consistent  with  the  current  proportion  to  the 

e* 
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1 

existing  population. 

1 

Now,  there  Is  a  down  side  to  that. 

2 

And  we  took  the  cost  of  those  additional  policemen 

2 

Right  --  if  you  build  your  military  family  housing. 

3 

as  additional  coat  to  the  police  departsient. 

3 

the  school  district  gets  about  $837  for  every  student  whose 

4 

That’s  basically  how  we  did  our  analysia  so  we 

4 

parents  are  living  on  baae. 

5 

could  find  out  whether  we  would  be  running  a  deficit  or 

5 

When  that  personnel  is  moved  to  off  base,  the 

6 

surplus.  And  as  I  indicates  In  the  case  of  Great  Falls,  City 

6 

private  sector  —  and  the  father  just  works  on  the  base,  then 

7 

of  Great  Falls,  Cascade  County,  and  the  school  systesi,  we 

7 

the  amount  of  money  that  the  federal  government  gives  to  the 

8 

identified  that  we  were  going  to  be  a  deficit  —  continued 

e 

school  '".strict  for  that  student  drops  to  $30. 

9 

deficit. 

9 

So  when  you  make  that  move,  you  also  create  a 

10 

Now,  there  are  several  actions  that  the  Air  Force 

10 

surplus  for  the  city  and  for  the  county.  But  suddenly  you 

11 

can  take  to  aitigate  that.  Hist  deficit  was  based  upon  us 

11 

create  a  worse  deficit  for  the  school  district. 

12 

building  or  satisfying  the  housing  needs  by  building  military 

12 

So  there  we've  got  to  start  working  with  the 

13 

family  nousing  units  on  base.  Those  military  family  housing 

13 

Department  of  Education  and  to  execute  certain  provisions  of 

14 

units  are  not  tased.  So  they  do  not  add  to  your  tax  base. 

14 

Public  Law  81-874  and  with  respect  to  funding  the  full  cost 

15 

An  alternative  route,  and  one  which  Congress  in 

15 

of  educating  those  students  that  we  are  bringing  into  the 

16 

recent  years  has  been  favoring  over  the  construction  of 

16 

school  district. 

17 

military  housing  units  is  to  use  what  we  call  —  it's  Public 

17 

The  problem  right  now  is  to  —  well,  the  issue 

18 

Law  98-115,  Section  801-802.  And  basically  what  that  does 

18 

before  us  right  now  is  to  identify  where  the  problems  exist. 

19 

for  you,  allows  the  Air  Force  to  contract  with  the  local 

19 

And  then,  having  identified  those  problems,  to  make  same 

20 

entrepreneur  to  build  houses  to  satisfy  needs  and  lease  them 

20 

sound  decisions  of  how  to  minimise  those.  And  if  we  can’t 

21 

back  to  the  government. 

21 

minimize  them  by  making  decisions,  then  to  seek  additional 

22 

Now,  when  do  you  that,  those  particular  houses  add 

22 

federal  help  through  various  federal  programs  that  ate  now 

23 

to  the  tax  base.  And  if  that's  done,  the  deficit  that  we  are 

23 

available. 

24 

predicting  goes  away.  So  for  the  City  of  Great  Falls  and  for 

o 

24 

Does  that  answer  your  question? 

25 

Cascade  County  it  becomes  a  surplus. 

25 

NR.  ALLEN:  Basically  what  you  are  saying  is 

N 
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1 

that  first  you  tty  to  increase  taxes,  you  knew,  by 

1 

Whether  it's  intangible  --  for  which  you  may  never 

2 

stimulating  th«  local  economy.  Than  if  that  doesn't  crest* 

2 

be  able  to  deal  with  fear  of  if  alssiles,  which  I  don't  think 

3 

enough  to  aatlwfy  the  cost  that  th#  Air  Pore#  is  requiring 

3 

w*  should  be  eble  to  (inaudible)  aisailea.  But  have  a  chance 

4 

then  th#  Air  Pore*  comes  in  with  other  programs. 

4 

to  continue  this  input  or  this  procaas  of  giving  our  input 

5 

LT.  cot.  WALSH i  Yes,  X  guess  so.  W*  don't 

5 

and  our  opinions  as  tha  process  90*8  on.  Otherwise  this  is 

6 

increase  th*  taxes.  We're  just  increasing  th#  tax  base. 

6 

it)  we  are  going  to  get  more  of  en  occupied  son*  aentaiity 

7 

It's  a  big  difference. 

7 

that  it's  all  going  to  happan  to  ua,  w*  have  no  say-so  in  how 

a 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Mow  in  the  public  coament 

• 

we  do  these  things,  where  roads  will  be  built.  It's 

9 

period  I  aa  going  bach  a  masher  of  these  have  both  th* 

9 

important  that  w*  have  a  say-so  as  this  process  continues. 

10 

coaaent  and  questions  checked.  I'm  going  to  start  out  with 

10 

And  I'm  glad  it's  starting  at  Nalastroa  first  so  we  can  work 

11 

John  Cobb. 

11 

out  th*  budget  before  it  gets  to  thfs  are*  if  it  does  get  to 

12 

NR.  COB Si  Can  X  just  speak  from  here? 

12 

this  ares. 

13 

COL.  BRISTOL)  Yes.  There's  no  problea  with 

13 

And  it's  important  again  to  allow  the  individuals. 

14 

that,  as  long  as  you  speak  to  the  point  where  everyone  can 

14 

not  just  your  County  Cvmissioners  or  your  politicians,  but 

15 

hear. 

‘5 

individuals  on  an  individual  basis  to  have  an  input  that 

16 

NR.  COBB:  Okay.  I'll  make  written  coaments 

16 

gives  them  a  chance  to  f#«l  like  they're  contributing  and 

17 

if  I  can  send  those  in.  But  I'll  make  a  general  ccaaent 

17 

having  a  say-so  in  their  life. 

18 

now. 

18 

As  you  know,  thia  just  gets  bigger  and  bigger.  If 

19 

I  don't  know  if  the  missile*  are  going  to  coae  in 

19 

we  have  s  little  say-so  it  gives  us  a  chance  to  hav*  a  say-so 

20 

thia  area  or  not.  But  if  they  do  I  think  it's  important,  and 

20 

and  alao  bring  ideas  you  may  not  haw  thought  of. 

21 

I  am  glad  you  did  coae  to  this  area  tonight  because  it  gives 

21 

Z  thank  you  for  coming  tonight.  1  bop*  you  will 

22 

us  s  chance  to  give  our  input.  But  continue  this  process 

22 

encourage  this  process  to  continue. 

23 

where  —  with  th#  th*  State  highway  allowing  us  to  know  where 

23 

Thank  you. 

24 

the  roeda  see  being  built  saae  w*  have  soa*  input  and  also  a 

o 

w 

24 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you,  air.  Rick  Ripley? 

n 

25 

chance  to  make  same  decisionmaking. 

25 

MX.  RIPLEY  1  I  also  will  submit  a  written 

■s* 
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comment.  And  I  would  like  to  echo  the  same  thing  that  John 

1 

remember  that  we  are  a  local  community  and  that  if  —  to  let 

2 

just  said.  I  think  it's  vary  important  that  you  have  local 

2 

us  get  —  let  us  have  advanced  notice  communications  and 

3 

input.  And  thank  you  for  coming  out  to  Augusta  tonight. 

3 

let's  hope  w*  never  have  to  have  these  things. 

4 

COL.  BRISTOL)  Thank  you,  Rick.  Thank  you  for 

4 

Thank  you. 

5 

the  use  of  this  really  nica  school  building  as  well. 

5 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you.  Lias  Bay? 

6 

NR.  RIPLEY:  Thank  the  community. 

6 

N8.  BAY:  I'd  like  to  stay  here,  too.  Just  a 

7 

COL.  BRISTOL:  I  understand  all  of  you  had  a 

7 

comment  about  th*  hearing)  X  think  tha  hearing  improved 

8 

part  in  th*  floor,  (inaudible)  hope  we  aren't  messing  it  up 

6 

dramatically  when  you  allowed  us  to  just  sit  here,  rt's  e 

* 

tonight. 

9 

lot  lees  intimidating.  You  guys  don't  look  quite  as  much 

10 

NR.  ALLEN:  You  will  get  a  bill. 

10 

like  a  court-martial. 

11 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Lloyd  Allen? 

11 

COL.  BRISTOL :  Even  with  th#  judge  sitting 

12 

HR.  ALLEN:  Lloyd  Allen.  I  really  would  just 

12 

here? 

13 

like  to  say  that  my  own  personal  feelings  are  chat  I  really 

13 

NS.  BAY:  Yeah.  Just  one  other  comment  and 

14 

am  not  aga'nst  tn*  missiles  and  partly  because  like  what  John 

14 

thia  la  —  it's  from  a  gentleman  — 

15 

said,  we  l.v^d  around  them  and  I'm  one  of  those  guys  well,  if 

15 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Speak  up,  pleas*. 

16 

wa  get  hit  we're  all  going  to  be  gone  anyway.  So  what's  a 

16 

ms.  BAY:  General  Eisenhower  was  intimately 

17 

few  more? 

17 

familiar  with  defense  and  also  th*  American  people,  as  our 

18 

My  main  concern  ia  ehat  the  local  governments  — 

IS 

former  presidtnt.  Be  once  said  something  to  th*  effect  that 

19 

and  by  local  I  mean  Auguata,  because  Augusta  and  Helena  are 

19 

th#  people  want  peace  and  ultimately  we're  goinq  to  have  to 

20 

like  two  --  like  th#  U.s.  and  Russia.  We  don't  —  there  is 

20 

give  It  to  them. 

21 

not  a  lot  of  communications  back  and  forth.  It's  better  now 

21 

And  I’d  just  Ilk#  to  leave  you  with  that  thought. 

22 

than  it  has  been,  but  they  are  definitely  against  us  up  there 

22 

Thank  you. 

23 

and  we  are  fighting  very  hard  to  keep  what  we  got. 

23 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you.  Dav#  Knight? 

24 

So  I  just  want  to  make  sure  that  it's  aware  and 

O 

24 

NR.  KNIGHT:  Hare. 

25 

this  concern  is  expressed  that  the  Air  force  tries  to 

5 

25 

COL.  BRISTOL:  I'm  Sorry,  Dove. 

CM 
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1 

HR.  XNJGHTt  H ere,  fir. 

1 

But  thank  you. 

2 

COL.  BRISTOL  I  You  didn’t  check  that  you 

2 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you. 

3 

wanted  to  sake  a  ccaaent,  and  I  did  not  take  the  fora  out. 

3 

NR.  knighti  And  pray  for  peace. 

4 

HR.  KNIGHT  *  That’s  okay.  That’s  fine.  I 

4 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Niks  Bay. 

5 

appreciate  this.  I  really  do,  you  gentlemen  taking  .iae  out 

5 

HR.  BAY:  I  batter  coae  down  hers.  I  probably 

6 

—  I  mean,  you  could  be  hoae  with  your  faallies  tonight.  And 

6 

don’t  talk  loud  enough . 

7 

we  really  appreciate  you  coning  out  way  out  here  to  Augusta. 

7 

Hy  naae  is  Hike  Bey. 

8 

MS.  BAY i  They  are  being  paid,  you  know. 

8 

Rick  Ripley  asked  you  if  there  would  b*  any  sort  of 

9 

HR.  KNIGHT:  Hey,  whether  they  work  eight 

9 

an  lapact  on  the  students  in  ths  school.  And  having  grown  up 

10 

hour*  a  day  or  24  hours  a  day  It  doesn't  make  any 

19 

rig*t  near  a  alas’ le  launch  sits,  I  feel  there  la  an  lapset. 

11 

difference. 

11 

•hen  I  was  s  young  asn  at  about  —  oh,  sevsn  years 

12 

12 

old  our  teacher  took  us  down  to  Great  Palls  and  we  did  a 

13 

(Discussion  held  off  the  record.) 

13 

tour  of  Halaattoa  Air  Porce  Base . 

14 

14 

And  wtills  ws  wars  there  sobs  Lieutenant  who  was  — 

15 

HR.  KNIGHT:  But  I  think  —  I  want  —  you 

15 

obviously  got  soae  chuckles  out  of  it  explained  what  would 

16 

know,  I  want  a  front  row  seat  to  World  War  III  ayself.  I  dc 

16 

happen  in  case  of  s  nuclear  holocaust.  And  ha  sa id  theca 

17 

drive  by  these  aisslle  sites.  I  call  thea  mushroom  plants 

17 

would  probably  be  a  first  wavs  and  we  would  try  snd  aatch 

18 

because  you  know  they're  nice  and  dark  and  you  can  grow 

18 

that  with  the  weapons  that  ws  had  around  this  country. 

19 

mushrooms  ii  they  decide  to  dlssiantle  thea. 

19 

And  iaaadiatsly  after  that  he  said  we  would 

20 

But  I  think  our  prayer  oi  to  be  for  those 

20 

probably  push  this  button  and  blow  up  si  1  of  Croat  Palls  snd 

21 

gentleaen  over  in  Geneva  and  for  the  leaders  of  both  the 

21 

everything  within  50  alles  of  us. 

22 

Soviet  Union  and  this  nation.  And  it's  important  for  us  to 

22 

Hell,  that  had  s  significant  inpact  on  as.  And  I 

23 

pray  for  our  leaders,  and  also  pray  none  of  these 

23 

really  don’t  want  another  ring  around  the  target  that  is  our 

24 

off-the-wall  terrorist  groups  ever  get  ahold  of  that  weapon 

o 

24 

eoaaunity. 

25 

we  all  pray. 

s 

25 

I  think  that  —  or  I  hope  that  we  never  have  to  use 
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1 

nuclear  weapons.  But  if  we  should,  piling  aore  generations 

1 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Col.  Walsh? 

2 

2 

LT.  COL.  WALSH:  About  25  ainutss.  That  would 

3 

deterrent. 

3 

be  the  tiae  in  which  they  would  be  --  have  to  nova  before  ws 

4 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Thank  you,  sir.  How  I  »» 

4 

would  have  any  iapset. 

5 

through  with  the  written  ccaaent  sheets  snd  1*11  opsn  up  the 

5 

Now,  that  doesn't  assn  to  say  each  vehicle  will  be 

6 

floor  if  there  is  anyone  that  did  not  —  for  whatever  reason 

6 

aovlng  foi  that  entire  2S-alnute  period.  Soae  aay  be  moving 

7 

--  fill  out  one  snd  would  like  to  sake  s  coaaent  at  this 

7 

only  a  few  ainutes  to  get  outside  the  isaedlate  area  around 

8 

point  In  tias  I  will  be  happy  to  receive  thea  and  chey  will 

8 

the  Ninuteasn  silo. 

9 

be  a  pert  of  the  record. 

9 

During  that  particular  tias,  the  —  we  can  access 

10 

And  i'll  reaind  you  again  that  the  option  is  open 

10 

11 

until  the  21st  of  next  aonth  if  you  post  aark  it  before  that 

11 

Nobile  Launchers  could  be  anywhere  within  an  8,000  square 

12 

date  for  your  coaaent s  to  be  included  and  to  be  a  part  of 

12 

•lies  region  of  northcentral  Hontana. 

13 

this  record  just  the  saae  as  if  they  were  either  spoken 

13 

By  that  aobility,  we  are  insuring  or  proving  to  the 

14 

tonight  In  front  of  all  of  us  or  tf  they  were  given  tonight 

14 

Soviets  that  they  could  never  be  succesaful  in  an  attack: 

15 

by  the  filling  out  of  one  of  these  sheets. 

15 

that  we  would  survive.  And  having  survived,  we  would  have 

16 

Anyone  else  have  any  coaaent  that  they  would  like 

16 

enough  resources  to  inflict  unacceptable  daasge  on  the  Soviet 

17 

to  sake? 

17 

Union.  With  thea  knowing  that,  they  would  never  attack  in 

18 

HR.  LARSON:  (Indicating) . 

18 

the  first  place. 

19 

COL.  BRISTOL:  Yea,  Hr .  Larson. 

19 

COL.  BRISTOL :  Any  other  questions  or 

20 

HR.  LARSON:  This  is  just  a  curious  kind  of 

20 

coaaent n? 

21 

quest  ion. 

21 

Again,  askinq  you  to  repeat  your  naae. 

22 

If  these  sisslles  were  deployed  and  if  incoming 

22 

NS.  HAWK-COBBt  I ’«  Sarah  Hawk-Cobb. 

23 

•iaslles  say  froa  Russia  were  detected,  how  sue,  time  would 

23 

I  have  one  question.  I  knew  you're  aware  because  I 

24 

they  have  to  wove  to  a  safe  p’ace  frea  which  --  where  they 

o 

r> 

2. 

have  read  soae  of  the  scoping  testimonies  froa  other  towns 

25 

could  respond? 

25 

about  the  Initiative  91  that  was  passed  in  Hontana  in  1982. 

e* 
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1 

And  what  it  is  is  thst  57  percent  of  the  p*opl* 

1 

First  of  all,  at  each  site  where  they  will  have  a 

2 

declared  —  tha  people  in  Montana  --  oppose  any  further 

2 

Hard  Mobile  Launcher  there  will  be  the  crew  that  will  provide 

3 

testing,  development,  or  deployment  of  nuclear  weapons  in 

3 

a  presence.  Each  site  of  course  will  be  surrounded  by  the 

4 

this  nation. 

4 

security  fencing,  each  vehicle  would  have  a  delay  denial 

5 

My  question  ie.*  Shy  cannot  the  people  of  Montana 

5 

mechanism  built  into  it  so  that  it  would  take  some  time  for 

6 

vote  on  whether  or  not  this  system  comes  to  Montana? 

6 

any  terrorist  or  attacker  to  gain  access  to  the  missile  or  to 

7 

LT.  COL.  WALSH s  National  defense  is  a 

7 

the  warhead. 

a 

national  issue-  And  the  decision  was  made  in  Congress  as  to 

8 

And  then  there  would  be  response  teams  located 

9 

ths  need  for  the  small  1CBM. 

9 

throughout  the  region,  so  that  if  we  got  word  or  a  signal  of 

10 

And  then,  based  upon  our  analyses,  it  was 

10 

any  unauthorised  acoesa  that  they  could  respond  in  time  to 

11 

datarmined  that  Montana  offered  the  beat  operational 

11 

protect  the  missile. 

12 

af fectivenaa#  aa  well  aa  the  sinisel  environmental 

12 

MB.  KNIGHT i  Because  you  know  X  have  read  In 

13 

consequences  for  the  deployment  of  that  aystam. 

13 

like  Reader's  Dlgsst  the  Soviet  Onion  has  s  well  trained 

14 

And  ao  it  was  at  a  national  leval  that  the  deciaion 

24 

attack  group. 

15 

was  made. 

15 

Mow,  you  know,  I  was  just  wondaring,  you  know,  how 

16 

Thank  you. 

16 

secure  is  that  Mobile  Bard  Launcher  and  how  much  battering 

17 

MS.  RAM* -COBB :  Thank  you. 

17 

could  it  take  from  —  that  would  be  attacked  by  one  of  these 

18 

COL.  BRISTOL!  Tea? 

18 

a all  squads? 

If 

MR.  KNIGRTi  D*ve  Knight.  1  waa  wondaring. 

19 

LT.  CCT. -  WALSH:  Well,  I  —  without  going  Into 

20 

security  for  the  sites.  Mow,  you  can  driva  by  here  and  — 

20 

classified  areas  I  can  assure  you  that  there  would  be  trained 

21 

you  know,  nothing.  But  what  type  of  aecurlty  in  caae  of  an 

21 

response  taama  to  respond  to  any  attack  that  may  be 

22 

attack  would  be  able  —  would  tha  Nalaatrom  bo  abla  to 

22 

perpetrated. 

23 

provlda  on  ahort  notice? 

23 

MR.  KNIGHT:  Thank  you. 

24 

LT.  COL.  WALSH I  Thera  are  several  issues 

o 

«n 

24 

COL.  BRISTOL i  1  want  to  thank  all  of  you  for 

25 

hers. 

25 

coming  out  tonight,  for  taking  the  tine.  And  t  know  a  natter 

ei 
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1 

of  you  hsve  work  to  be  done  out  in  the  fields  and  other 

1 

ClULf  I  C-A  T  t 

2 

placet.  T  want  to  really  thank  you  for  taking  the  time  to 

2 

3 

come  out  and  help  make  this  hearing  successful,  to  make  sure 

3 

4 

that  it  dots  accomplish  its  purpose. 

4 

STATE  Of  MONTANA  ) 

5 

And  again,  invite  you  to  take  the  opportunity  if 

5 

County  of  Cascade  ) 

< 

you  should  have  any  subsequent  thoughts,  idsss,  something 

6 

7 

that  wasn't  mentioned  tonight,  something  you  think  might  be 

7 

8 

an  iapact  that  the  Air  Pore#  ought  to  seriously  consider. 

8 

I,  Rebecca  S.  Doby,  rreelance  Court  Reporter  and 

9 

plesee  exercise  the  opportunity  to  tend  thst  in  by  ths  21st 

9 

Notary  Public  for  the  State  of  Montana,  residing  in  Great 

10 

10 

Falls,  Montana,  do  hereby  certify! 

11 

possible. 

11 

T"t  I  was  duly  authorised  to  and  did  report  the 

12 

And  again,  I  thank  you.  It's  been  our  pleasure  to 

12 

proceedings  In  .  -.beve-entitled  cause; 

13 

be  here,  and  we  are  going  to  be  in  Helena  tomorrow  morning; 

13 

That  the  foregoing  pages  of  this  transcript 

14 

one  final  atop  along  the  way  before  we  get  on  asperate 

14 

constitute  e  true  and  accurate  transcription  of  my  aienotype 

15 

15 

notes  of  the  proceedings. 

18 

have  an  interest  that  would  like  to  come  down  and  see  ua 

1« 

17 

again  —  you  probably  have  better  thinga  to  do,  but  you  are 

17 

IN  WITNESS  WHEREOF ,  I  have  nereunto  set  my  hand  and 

18 

more  than  welcome.  And  thanks  again. 

11 

seal  on  this  the  _  dav  of  .  1987. 

If 

19 

20 

(Wearing  proceedings  concluded  at  9ilS  p.m.) 

20 

21 

2) 

22 

27 

Rebecca  9.  Do by 

Freelance  Court  Reporter 

23 

23 

Rotary  Public 

Residing  in  Great  Falla,  Montana. 

24 

s 

?« 

25 

25 
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SATURDAY ,  JULY  25,  1907 
INTRODUCTION 

BY  COLONEL  BRISTOL: 

Good  Morning,  Ladies  and  Gentlemen.  My  name  is 
Matt  Bristol.  I’m  an  Air  Force  Military  judge  based  in 
Washington  D.C.  Normally,  I  spend  ary  week's  activities 
trying  criainal  trials.  But  this  week,  starting  last  Monday 
Morning,  the  Judge  Advocate  General  asked  Me  to  come  out  and 
serve  as  the  hearing  officer  for  a  series  of  six  public 
hearings  under  the  environmental  protection  laws  pertaining 
to  the  details  of  an  Air  Force  proposal  to  deploy  and  operate 
in  peace  tine  the  Midgetman  Small  ICBM,  or  Intercontinental 
Ballistic  Missile  aysten,  at  existing  Minuteaan  launch 
facilities  within  northcentral-Hontana. 

I'm  not  an  expert  on  this  proposal.  I've  heard  the 
briefing,  now,  five  times.  I  suppose  that  gives  me  a 
moderate  amount  of  information  about  it;  but  I'm  not  an 
expert.  I’ve  not  had  any  part  in  its  preparation  or  the 
development,  nor  am  I  the  legal  counsel  to  those  who  are 
presenting  the  proposal.  I'm  just  the  man  in  the  middle. 

It's  my  job,  and  one  that  I  take  very  seriously,  to 
make  sure  you,  as  members  of  the  public  with  an  interest  in 
this  proposal,  number  one*  get  the  facts  through  a  briefing 
that  will  be  presented  to  you  during  the  first  part  of  this 
hearing;  and  number  two,  that  you  have  an  opportunity  to 
4 
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clarify  In  your  own  mind  any  questions  that  you  have  about 
•ithtr  tha  biiaflng  or  tha  Draft  Envt ronrantal  Impact 


Lastly,  having  had  that  opportunity  to  clarify  any 
laauaa  In  your  mind  about  tha  propoaal,  that  you  hava  a  full 
opportunity  to  praaant  your  vlawa  during  the  public  comment 
portion  of  this  morning's  hearing. 

I’ve  aaan  sign*  all  over  town  that  aay  “bast 
Chance.*  Laat  Chance  Saloon  and  Laat  Chance  Parade  and  Laat 
Chance  Restaurant  and  Surplua  Store.  Thla  la  aort  of  "last 
chance*  aa  far  at  this  weak  of  hearings,  becauae  this  la  tha 
final  hearing.  But  it  ien't  tha  laat  chance  for  you  to 
submit  comment#.  That  comment  period  expires  the  Slat  of 


If  you  got  a  copy  of  our  Comment  Sheet,  which  I 
hope  you  did  at  the  door.  Please  taka  the  time  to  fill  that 
out.  We’re  going  to  have  a  recess  after  tha  briefing  and 
I’ll  uae  thoae  Comment  Sheets  to  call  on  member a  of  the 
public  either  to  eak  a  quest  inn  or  to  make  a  comment.  We'll 
take  queatlona  fleet,  end  after  ell  of  them  are  done,  go  Into 
the  public  comment  period. 

The  glet  of  the  Environmental  Policy  Act  ie  that 
whenever  the  Tederal  Government,  or  any  agency  of  the  Federal 
Government,  propoeee  an  action  which  could  have  aignlflcant 
Impacts  upon  the  environment  of  e  particular  area,  then  the 
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possible.  This  ie  an  informal  hearing.  I  don't  want  anyone 
to  hesitate  to  ask  a  question  for  fear  that  It's  too  ample  a 
quaatlon  or  to  make  a  statement  for  fear  It  might  hurt 
aomeone  else 'a  feel Inga.  I  want  you  to  apeak  your  mind,  but 
preface  your  reatfrke  with  e  statement  of  your  name  end 
address,  and  spell  your  lest  name  ao  that  our  court  reporter 
will  have  It  for  the  record. 

Whether  you  submit  something  this  morning  or 
whether  you  just  fill  out  tha  form  to  document  your  presence 
here  end  don't  make  a  statement,  or  whether  you  elect  to 
•ubmlt  a  written  statement  later  on,  that  will  be  a  matter  of 
record  equally,  whether  or  not  you  take  the  microphone  thie 
morning  or  not. 

Lt.  Col.  Peter  Welsh  la  tha  Air  Force  briefer  for 
this  proposal,  and  he's  the  Air  Poree  engineering 
representative  for  headquarters.  United  States  Air  Force  at 
Norton  Air  Porea  Baas  in  California.  Without  further  delay, 
I’d  like  to  introduce  Colonel  Walsh. 


BY  bT.  COLONEL  WALSH t 

Good  Mornlnq,  Ladies  and  Gentleman.  Ny  name  is 
Peter  Welsh.  I’m  the  director  of  the  environments)  planning 
for  The  Air  Force  Regional  Civil  Engineer  located  at  Norton 
Air  Force  Baeei  and  in  that  particular  capacity,  I'm 


government  must  make  a  serious  assessment  of  those  possible 
environmental  consequences  and  then  factor  that  eaaeaammnt 
into  the  overall  decision-making  process,  along  with  the 
operational  and  other  considerations  in  deciding  whether,  and 
under  whet  circumstances,  to  proceed  with  a  particular 
proposal. 

Thla  is  aimply  a  proposal.  It  hasn't  been  approved 
by  the  Congress.  It  hasn't  been  funded.  It  is  a  proposal. 
This  hearing  ia  not  to  Justify  anything.  This  heating  is  a 
two-way  communication  process  that  is  designed  to  enhance  the 
decision-making  process  by  gateing  yoor  perspective  aa 
residents  of  the  area  impacted  by  the  proposal. 

There  are  things  that  an  outside  team  or  group  of 
Air  Force  eaperta  can  do  only  ao  much  in  assessing  thoae 
impacts.  It's  an  imperfect  assessment  without  your  unique 
perspective  as  people  who  have  lived  for  many  years  within 
the  affected  area. 

We  have  a  court  reporter,  Bherron  Waletad,  who  ie 
qolng  to  be  taking  down  everything  that  is  spoken  this 
morning;  and  wa  have  e  total  of  three  hours  until  12  o'clock 
at  which  time  we  lose  the  uae  of  this  facility  by  prior 
arrangemant,  and  than  we  have  to  start  running  to  catch 


The  procedures  will  be  that  when  you  come  forward 
to  apeak  —  and  !  want  you  to  try  to  be  as  ralaaed  aa 
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development  on  a  small  ICBH  to  be  deployed  either  In  a 
hardened  silo  or  mobile  configuration. 

And  the  last  point  was  to  continue  arms 
negotiations  with  the  Soviet  Onion.  Both  the  President  and 
th*  Congress  approved  the  recoeuendatlons  of  this  commission! 
and,  in  fact,  the  Congress  in  a  1984  Authorization  Act 
directed  that  the  Ait  Force  pursue  a  1992  initial  Operational 
Capability  date  fot  *-hc  Small  ICBH. 

Furthermore,  in  the  1985  Authorization  Act,  the 
Congress  directed  the  Air  Force  to  prepare  a  legiclative 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  to  aid  the  President  in 
deciding  which  basing  mode  and  which  deployment  area  to 
deplace  them.  They  also  recommended  or  directed  the 
preparation  of  an  administrative  BIS  to  aid  the  President  in 
making  site-specific  decisions  at  the  selected  deployment 


Right  now,  we're  in  the  middle  of  the  second  phase, 
the  administrative  EIS,  developing  an  analysis  to  aid  in  the 
site-specific  decisions  at  Halmstrom  Air  Force  Base.  In  the 
same  authorization  act,  the  Congress  capped  the  deployment  of 
Peacekeeper  missiles  at  50  at  F.E.  Warren  and  asked  the 
President  to  recommend  another  more  eurvivable  basing  mode 
for  the  second  50  Peacekeeper  missiles. 

At  this  point.  I'd  like  to  explain  how  the  Air 
Force  responded  to  the  Congressional  direction.  This 
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enhanced  by  the  ability  of  these  vehicles  to  dash  off  the 
military  reservation  upon  notice  of  a  Soviet  attack. 

The  second  operational  concept  envisioned  the 
placement  of  the  Bard  Mobile  Launchers  on  existing  Minuteman 
silos.  In  this  particular  case,  the  survivability  was 
assured  by  the  combination  of  the  dispersed  nature  of  the 
silos  and  the  ability  of  the  Bard  Mobile  Launchers  to  gain 
access  to  large  quantities  of  land  upon  notification  of  a 


One  of  the  considerations  most  important  to  the 
President  was  that  with  this  particular  second  basing  mode, 
the  costs,  both  in  money  and  in  manpower,  were  considerably 
lower  than  for  the  random  movement  basing  mode  because  we 
could  use  the  existing  infrastructure  that  existed  at  the 
Minuteman  bases. 

The  Legislative  EIS  was  prepared  and  submitted  to 
the  Environmental  Protection  Agency  and  to  the  Congress  in 
November  of  last  year;  and  in  December,  the  President  made 
his  decision.  Specifically,  the  President  chose  t*  deploy 
the  Small  ICBH  In  a  Minuteman  basing  mode,  and  he  identified 
Halmstrom  Air  Force  Base  as  the  initial  operating  capetiMty 


He  also  Identified  Elsworth  Air  Force  Base  and 
F.E.  Warren  Air  Force  Base  as  other  bases  where  the  system 
might  be  deployed.  He  further  reserved  the  option  to  deploy 


particular  chart  shows  the  three  missiles  in  question.  On 
the  left-hand  aide  there  is  a  Minuteman  3  missile.  This 
weighs  approximately  7C,000  pounds,  is  presently  deployed  in 
the  Montana  area,  and  is  capable  of  carrying  up  to  three 


In  the  middle  is  the  Peacekeeper  missile  which 
weighs  195,000  pounds,  is  presently  being  deployed  at  F.E. 
Warren,  and  is  capable  of  carrying  up  to  ten  warheads. 

On  the  right  is  a  Small  I CBM  currently  weighing 
37,000  pounds,  is  still  in  full-scale  development,  and  will 
be  capable  of  carrying  but  one  warhead. 

The  Air  Force  considered  two  basing  modes  or  two 
basing  concepts  for  the  Small  ICBH.  The  first  one  was  to 
place  the  Small  I CRMs  in  hardened  shelters.  These  shelters, 
with  the  latest  technology,  could  withstand  over  pressures  in 
excess  of  those  capable  by  the  existing  Minuteman  shelters. 

The  second  basing  mode  involved  the  placement  of 
the  Small  ICBH  in  a  Bard  Nobile  Launcher.  The  survivability 
was  achieved  by  the  mobility  of  this  particular  vehicle  that 
would  thwart  the  effectiveness  or  efficiency  of  any  Soviet 


For  the  second  type  of  basing,  there  were  two 
operational  concepts  considered.  The  first  one  envisioned 
the  constant  movement,  or  the  random  movement,  of  these 
vehicles  on  a  large  military  reservation.  Survivability  was 
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the  Small  ICBH  in  the  random  movement  basing  mode  and 
identified  complexes  in  Arizona  and  in  Texas/New  Mexico,  as 
candidate  deployxwnt  locations. 

The  total  force  that  would  be  deployed  would  be 
entirely  dependent  upon  the  threat  and,  of  cours**,  continuing 
arms  negotiations. 

The  operational  concept  for  the  system  selected  by 
the  President  envisioned  the  placement  of  Bard  Mobile 
Launchers  on  selected  launch  facilities.  The  security  would 
be  provided  by  a  combination  of  fencing  alarm  delay 
mechanisms  built  into  the  weapon  ayatem,  itself,  and  response 
teams.  Drivers  located  at  the  selected  launch  facilities 
would  provide  initial  response,  or  a  presence. 

One  of  the  major  concerns  that  is  raised  at  these 
fwetings  is  the  movement  of  the  vehicle  on  the  roads.  We 
envision  that  the  movement  shall  be  restricted  to  ©nce-a-year 
trips  back  to  the  main  operating  base,  Halmstrom  Air  Force 
Base,  for  major  maintenance.  The  vehicles  will  not  be  moving 
on  the  roads  for  any  exercises  whatsoever.  All  training,  all 
exercises  will  be  accomplished  on  military  reservations  or  on 
training  areas  adjacent  to  Halmstrom  Air  Force  Base,  itself. 

At  Halmstrom  Air  Force  Base,  there  will  be 
constructed  the  personnel  support  facilities  and  t*.e 
technical  facilities,  aa  well  as  the  training  track  for  the 
drive i s.  It  should  be  noted,  also,  that  the  drivers  are  not 
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responsible  for  the  launch  of  the  missile.  Thay  art 
responsible  for  tha  mobility  of  the  vehicle  only.  The  launch 
of  the  aiaailea  will  be  controlled  by  a  reaote  coaaand  poat 
either  airborne  or  ground. 

In  tha  EIS  we  conaider  Proposed  Action,  three 
Alternative  Actions,  and  a  No-Action  Alternative.  Por  the 
Propoaed  Action,  ve  envision  placing  200  Bard  Nobile 
Launchers  on  100  launch  facilities.  The  launchers  would  be 
placed  in  igloos,  two  to  a  launch  facility)  and  each  launch 
facility  would  look  somewhat  like  the  illustration  shown  on 
the  chart  right  now. 

The  Manning  required  to  operate  the  aystea  would  be 
about  3,100  new  Military  personnel.  The  increase  in  Military 
personnel  would  occur  over  a  seven-year  period,  as  shown  on 
this  chart,  and  west  stability  in  about  fiscal  year  '97. 

Bach  launch  facility  will  be  enlarged  to  accoMaodate  the 
shelters  that  will  be  built  upon  it.  Consequently,  the 
fencing  aay  have  to  be  adjusted. 

In  the  BIS,  we  identified  that  the  land  requirement 
would  be  between  1.5  and  2.5  acres  per  selected  launch 
facility.  However,  since  the  ties  the  EIS  was  published,  we 
have  coapleted  further  studies,  and  we  now  have  revised  our 
eetiaate  for  land  requirements  down  to  between  .1  to  1.6 
acres  per  launch  facility.  Purtherwore,  a  restrictive 
easeaent  would  have  to  be  purchased  around  the  selected 
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The  type  of  upgrade  that  we’re  looking  at  would  be 
upgrade  or  replaceaent  of  bridges,  wldsning  of  roads, 
strengthening  of  roads,  replaceaent  of  culverts.  What  the 
Air  Porce  has  done,  it  has  prepared  a  document  called  "The 
Defense  Access  Roads  Need  Report."  This  particular  document 
has  been  provided  to  the  Federal  Highway  Administration,  to 
the  State  Highway  Adainistratlon,  or  the  State  Highway 
Department,  and  to  the  commissions  for  the  nine  counties 


The  State  has  been  provided  a  sum  of  $200,000  to 
provide  its  own  preliminary  assessment  on  how  it  would 
propose  to  respond  to  the  Air  Pores  requirements  while  still 
looking  at  the  needs  of  the  people  of  Montana.  The  results 
of  the  state  department,  or  State  Highway  Department, 
assessment  will  be  known  in  the  November  time  frame,  at  which 
time  the  Air  Porce  will  be  sitting  down  with  that  department 
to  arrange  the  final  configuration  of  the  roads. 

The  design  by  this  group  will  be  provided  to  the 
State  in  the  January  time  frame  with,  again,  construction  to 
begin  in  1990. 

Construction  on  the  base  could  Include  up  to  1,700 
military  family  housing  units.  On  the  west  side  of  the  base, 
we  intend  to  build  personnel  support  facilities  to 
accommodate  the  60  percent  Increase  in  the  base  population. 

On  the  east  side  of  the  base,  we  will  build  technical  support 
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launch  facilities  to  provide  a  safety  son*  for  the  igloo 
system  or  the  igloo  method  of  sheltering.  This  safety  sone 
will  be  a  1,250-foot  radius  from  the  shelter.  The  present 
safety  sone  is  a  1,200-foot  radius. 

Within  this  ssfety  sone,  the  Air  Porce  would 
prohibit  the  construction  of  inhabited  facilities.  All 
farming  activitlss,  ranching  activities,  can  continue.  One 
of  the  major  concerns,  by  both  aftsr  scoping  end,  of  course, 
a  major  concern  to  the  Air  Porce,  was  the  potential  impact  or 
inhabited  facilities. 

Aa  denoted  in  the  BIS,  for  the  Proposed  Action,  we 
had  the  potential  to  impact  homes  over  20  launch  facilities. 
However,  as  noted  in  the  handout  that  was  provided  to  you  as 
you  came  in  this  morning,  the  Air  Porce  haa  propoaed  a  set  of 
launch  facilities  for  each  one  of  tha  alternatives,  except 
for  Alternative  3,  which  avoids  impacts  on  any  inhabited 
homes. 

Though  this  system  will  require  some  extensive 
upgrade  up  of  the  roads  .a  aortbcentral-Hontana,  basically 
these  roads  will  be  the  ones  that  are  currently  used  by  the 
HinuteMn  system  to  transit  between  the  base  and  each  launch 
facility.  While  we’re  looking  at  over  1,707  miles  of  road, 
something  less  then  that  would  actually  be  upgraded,  and  the 
exact  length  of  road  that  will  be  upgraded  will  be  dependent 
on  which  launch  facilities  ars  finally  selected. 
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facilities.  Also  on  the  east  side  of  the  base  we  would  be 
acquiring  up  to  600  acres  of  land  to  accommodate  the  vehicle 
training  ares. 

The  total  coat  of  the  military  construction  program 
for  Halmstrom  Air  Porce  Base  would  coma  cloae  to  $1  billion, 
with  the  peak  year  being  1993,  where  over  $215,000,000  is 
anticipated  to  be  spent.  The  work  force  required  for  this 
construction  would  peak  at  approximately  1,100  workers  in 


The  next  chart  sunmarlxes  the  key  aspects  of  the 
proposed  action  and  the  alternative  actions.  In  Alternative 
Ho.  1,  we're  looking  for  the  deployment  of  200  Hard  Nobile 
Launchers  on  100  launch  facilities.  But  in  this  particular 
case,  we're  considering  the  use  of  pre-engineered  facilities 
instead  of  the  igloos.  In  this  particular  case,  the  quantity 
distance,  or  the  safety  sone,  is  expended  to  1,795  feet, 
considerably  larger  than  for  the  iglooe.  However,  again,  I 
need  to  emphasise  in  the  proposed  set  of  launch  facilities 
for  this  alternstive,  we  have  been  able  to  avoid  launch 


*  would  impact  inhabited  facilities. 


Por  System  Alternative  2,  this  would  provide  for 
the  deployment  of  250  Hard  Nobile  Launchers  on  125  launch 
facilities.  In  this  case,  there  would  be  an  increase  in 
numbers  of  operational  personnel  required. 

Por  System  Alternative  3,  we’re  looking  fot  the 
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deployment  of  2QC  Bard  Mobil*  Launchers  on  200  launch 
facilities.  In  this  case,  it  would  be  impossible  for  us  to 
avoid  inhabited  homes,  or  launch  facilities  with  inhabited 
homes,  and  would  expect  such  impacts  at  25  launch  facilities. 

A*  far  as  a  pre-engine* red  building  is  concerned, 
this  illustration  here  will  give  you  an  idea  of  what  one  may 
look  like  on  a  typical  launch  facility.  Me  started  the 
preparation  of  the  Administrative  EIS  early  in  1987.  Me 
started  scoping  with  state,  federal  and  local  agencies,  and 
we  also  held  public  hearings,  or  public  scoping  meetings,  at 
four  locations:  in  Lewistown,  Conrad,  Great  falls,  and  here 


The  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement  was 
released  to  the  public  on  the  23rd  of  June,  and  the  public 
has  until  the  21st  of  August  to  provide  inputs  to  us.  Inputs 
that  are  received  by  mail  are  given  the  seise  consideration  as 
those  that  are  provided  verbally  this  morning.  Because  of 
inputs  that  were  provided  at  the  scoping  meetings,  we 
expanded  a  number  of  locations  where  we  were  going  to  have 
public  hearings,  and  we  included  Barlowton  and  Augusta  in 
addition  to  the  previously  mentioned  four  scoping  locations. 

The  EIS  addresses  the  environmental  consequences  of 
the  deployment  and  peace-time  operation  of  the  Small  ICBM. 

It  should  be  noted  that  there  has  been  a  recent  decision  to 
deploy  an  area  fueling  wing  at  Malmatrom  Air  Force  Base.  It 
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jurisdictions. 

We  also,  in  Identifying  or  describing  impacts, 
described  whether  they  are  of  long  or  short  duration.  From 
my  experience  in  preparing  Environmental  Impact  Statements, 
the  impacts  associated  with  this  program  are  relatively 
minor.  I'm  not  trying  to  discount  them,  but  with  judicious 
action  on  the  part  of  both  the  Air  Force  and  in  concert  with 
local  jurisdictions,  I  feel  that  most  of  the  impacts  can  be 
erased  with  appropriate  mitigative  actions. 

However,  there  are  areas  of  concern  to  us  today. 
They  are  primarily  in  a  socioeconomic  arena;  specifically, 
housing,  public  finance,  and  education,  and  with 
transportation.  As  a  consequence,  X  would  focus  my  comments 
on  those  areas. 

There  were  six  areas  that  were  analyzed,  or  six 
elements  that  were  analysed,  for  socio-economics.  These 
included  the  regional  economic  base,  demographics,  housing, 
education,  public  services,  and  public  finance.  For  the 
economic  base,  we  looked  at  all  nine  counties.  For  the  other 
areas,  we  focused  our  attention  on  the  three  urban  areas  most 
likely  to  be  affected;  namely,  Conrad,  Great  Falls  and 


In  looking  at  the  economic  base,  w*  look  at  such 
things  as  labor  force,  employment/unemployment,  and  income. 
In  this  particular  case,  we  made  a  comparison  of  the  labor 


was  the  environmental  assessment  made  for  that  particular 
decision,  and  the  environmental  consequences  of  that 
deployment  are  considered  as  pert  of  the  Mo-Action 
Alternative,  or  the  base-line  conditions. 

You  should  also  be  eware  that  in  February  of  this 
year,  the  President  announced  that  Halmstrom  Air  Force  Base 
was  a  candidate  location  for  the  deployment  of  the 
Peacekeeper  missile  in  the  Mail  Garrison  baaing  mode. 
Consequently,  in  this  particular  document,  w*  show  the 
cumulative  impacts  of  such  deployment  in  addition  to  the 


If  Congress  should  continue  to  support  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  basing  mode,  a  separata  EZS  will  be 
prepared  next  year  to  aid  in  the  final  selection  of 
deployment  locations  for  that  particular  system. 

The  analysis  in  the  EIS  was  divided  into  12 
resource  categories.  In  each  resource  category,  we  looked  at 
the  largest,  the  widest  geographic  extent  of  where  the 
impacts  might  be  found;  but  in  the  EIS  itself,  we  focused  on 
those  areas  where  the  impacts  would  be  most  pronounced.  Me 
used  a  term  throughout  the  document,  from  the  Rational 
Environmental  Policy  Act  and  the  Counsel  on  Environmental 
Quality  implementing  regulations,  called  significance. 
Significance  is  a  term  used  to  denote  the  importance  or  an 
area  of  concern  to  the  Air  Force  and  to  the  local 
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requirements  for  our  program  to  the  availability  of  labor  in 
the  area.  Naturally,  the  more  labor  that  could  be  satisfied 
from  local  resources,  the  higher  the  benefit  to  the  local 
area;  and,  of  course,  the  less  immigration  that  would  occur. 

For  this  particular  program,  up  to  1,100  direct 
jobs  would  be  created,  as  mentioned  previously.  Also,  in  both 
the  operational  years  as  well  as  in  the  construction  years, 
over  1,250  indirect  jobs  will  be  created.  By  indirect  jobs, 
I'm  talking  about  those  services  that  —  those  people  that 
are  providing  services  to  construction  or  the  operstlonal 
force.  They  could  be  additional  school  teachers  that  are 
hired,  they  could  be  additional  policemen  that  are  hired, 
they  could  be  additional  road  maintenance  crews  that  are 
hired  to  satisfy  the  needs  of  this  particular  program. 

For  this  particular  proposal,  we  estimate  that  over 
00  percent  of  the  jobs  can  be  satiafied  from  the  local  area. 
This  would  actually  cause  a  decrease  in  the  unemployment  rate 
of  about  1  percent  through  the  construction  period.  Me  also 
estimate  that  over  $990  million  of  spending  will  occur  in  the 
area  between  the  year  1990  and  2005. 

Furthermore,  on  a  yearly  basis,  the  spending  of  the 
military  personnel  and  the  Halmstrom  Air  Force  Base 
contracting  office  should  average  about  $63  million  per  year. 

The  analysis  for  demographics  provides  an  estimate 
of  the  community  populations  and  assesses  its  ability  to 
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1 

assimilate  the  immigrating  population.  Host  of  tha 

1 

faaily  bousing  unite,  or  through  the  provision  of  bousing 

2 

population  growth  that  occurs  with  this  particular  program 

2 

through  other  federal  programs. 

3 

would  occur  in  Cascade  County.  The  number  of  personnel 

3 

In  our  analysis,  we  found  that  in  the  construction 

4 

associated  with  the  immigrating  population  or  immigrating 

4 

phase,  there  was  more  than  sufficient  housing  and  hotal/notel 

5 

Military  personnel,  3,100j  when  you  add  in  their  dependents. 

5 

accommodations  to  accommodate  the  expected  immigrating 

ft 

you  have  an  increase  in  population  of  about  7,400  people. 

ft 

population.  However,  in  the  operational  years,  we  found  that 

7 

Mhen  you  eoaUaine  this  with  the  existing  Military 

7 

it  would  be  impossible  or  highly  improbable  that  the  private 

8 

population  of  10,700,  your  increase  goes  up  to  18,000  people. 

a 

sector  could  provide  housing  to  the  bulk  of  military 

1 

or  represents  about  24  percent  of  the  total  population  of 

9 

personnel  at  a  price  that  they  could  afford.  Consequently, 

10 

Great  Falls.  Because  this  Military  population  is  different 

10 

the  conclusion  Is  that  the  Air  Force  will  have  to  provide 

n 

in  deMogrsphic  characteristics  from  the  residual  or 

11 

bousing  through  cither  the  military  family  bousing  program  or 

12 

residential  population,  we  have  identified  this  problea  as 

12 

through  other  housing  programs. 

13 

significant,  or  the  iwpect  as  significant.  The  Military 

13 

In  tbs  eras  of  education,  we  looked  at  the  existing 

14 

personnel,  as  a  general  rule,  ate  a  different  age,  a 

14 

public  school  systems  and  assessed  their  ability  to 

19 

different  income,  and  different  geographic  region;  and  we 

13 

accommodate  the  increased  student  population  associated  with 

1« 

expect  thea  to  have  some  difficulty  asslMllating  into  the 

1C 

the  immigration  associated  with  tble  program.  In  the  Great 

17 

Great  rails  population. 

17 

Falla  area,  wa  discovered  that  the  increasing  population 

18 

In  housing,  we  analyse  the  ability  of  the  private 

18 

would  be  over  1,200  students.  This  would  represent  an 

19 

sector  in  each  of  the  coresunities  to  both  provide  housing  or 

" 

increase  of  the  basal ins  population  of  about  9.1  percent  and 

20 

respond  to  the  increased  demand  in  housing.  It  is  the  Air 

20 

could,  or  would  without  mitigativa  actions,  cause  the 

21 

Force  policy  to  rely  on  the  private  sector  as  the  first 

21 

student/ teacher  ratio  to  exceed  State  standards. 

22 

source  of  providing  housing  to  the  military  personnel. 

22 

so  in  the  Great  rails  area,  we  identified  the 

23 

However,  the  Air  Force  is  committed  to  the  point,  or  to  the 

23 

Impact*  on  the  school  system  as  significant.  Yn  other  school 

24 

fact,  that  if  the  private  sector  cannot  respond,  then  it  will 

24 

systems;  namely,  in  the  Conrad  end  Lewlstown  area,  the 

25 

provide  housing  either  through  the  conetruction  of  Military 

23 

increases  in  school  population  would  be  less  then  50  and 

21 

eo 

*■* 

22 

> 

ul 
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1 

would  be  readily  assimilated  by  those  school  districts. 

1 

and  the  two  Greet  Falls  school  districts  would  experience 

2 

In  public  services,  we  looked  at  the  existing 

2 

continued  shortfalls  throughout  th*  life  of  this  program 

3 

public  service  institutions  in  ths  affected  area  and  analyzed 

> 

without  mitigntive  action*. 

4 

any  shortages  that  would  occur  because  of  the  immigrating 

4 

In  utilities,  w*  looked  at  wastewater,  water. 

5 

population.  We  looked  at  shortages  both  from  a  personnel 

5 

energy,  solid  waste,  the  collection  and  disposal.  In  all 

ft 

point  of  view  ae  well  as  from  a  facility  point  of  view. 

4 

situations  we  found  sore  then  adequate  capacity  either 

7 

There  would  be  a  slight  lncrsase  in  the  dextand  for 

7 

existing  or  programmed  to  meet  the  needs  of  our  program,  and. 

8 

public  services  primarily  in  the  Great  Falls  area.  The 

8 

therefore,  the  impacts  her*  were  determined  to  net  be 

9 

increases  would  vary  between  5  to  10  percent  end  would 

9 

significant. 

10 

require  the  addition  of  psrsonnsl.  In  looking  at  facilities. 

10 

In  transportation,  we  analysed  roads,  public 

11 

we  discovered  that  most  of  the  facilities  were  built  for  a 

11 

transportation  of  railroads  and  airports.  The  emphasis  was 

12 

population  well  In  excess  of  what  we*  re  currently  projecting 

12 

pieced  on  roads  end  highway  impacts  since  we  discovered  very 

13 

and  could  easily  accommodate  the  increased  immigration 

13 

email  increases  in  demands  for  public  transportation. 

14 

associated  with  this  particular  program. 

14 

railroads,  and  airport*. 

15 

As  noted  on  the  chart,  the  only  exception  to  this 

15 

On*  of  the  biggest  problems  that  we  discovered. 

16 

was  ths  Great  Falls  County  —  or  Cascade  County  jei)  which 

14 

both  in  the  operational  years  ea  well  as  In  the  conetruction 

17 

was  built  in  1914,  and  is  already  overburdened,  or 

17 

years,  wee  the  increased  congestion  of  many  of  th#  major 

18 

overloaded,  and  has  s  higher  population  than  for  what  it  was 

18 

roads  in  Helmstrom,  either  from  ths  population  or  from  th* 

19 

built,  and  we  cannot  expect  it  to  absorb  any  further  increase 

19 

workers  going  to  Hairnet rom  Air  Force  Bees  to  construct  ths 

20 

in  population. 

20 

fecilitlsa  in  the  construction  years  or  from  th#  operational 

21 

In  public  finance,  we  aaaeeaed  the  revenues  and 

21 

force  reporting  to  work  in  the  operational  years. 

22 

expenditures  of  the  effected  jurisdictions.  The  bottom  line 

22 

In  th*  rural  areas,  we  analyzed  there  being  e 

23 

on  this  one  was  that  althouqh  there  would  be  Additional 

23 

disruption  to  traffic  throughout  the  construction  years  as  we 

24 

revenues  by  this  psrticulsr  program  in  the  Greet  Fails  area. 

24 

replace  the  bridges,  upgrade  the  roads,  etc.  And  then  in 

25 

the  jurisdictions  of  Cascsde  County,  th*  City  of  Great  Falls, 

25 

th*  operational  years,  further  disruption  to  traffic  as  we 

23 

24 

>> 

H 
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move  th*  Hard  Mobil*  Launcher*  back  and  forth  fro*  th*  alios 
and,  of  course,  the  additional  load*  we  place  on  th*  road*  by 
moving  personnel  out  to  the  silo*  to  support  the*. 

in  land  use,  w*  considered  the  inpacts  on  urban  and 
rural  land.  In  this  analysis,  we  deternined  that  th*  iapactB 
on  urban  land  would  not  be  significant  since  there  was 
sufficient  developable  land  existing  in  the  Great  Palls  urban 
area.  Por  the  rural  land  uae,  we  deterained  that  between  the 
saall  amounts  of  land  required  for  the  expansion  of  the 
launch  facilities  and  the  600  acres  that  would  be  taken  for 
our  us*  adjacent  to  Malastroa  Air  Porce  Base,  that  these 
represented  very  saall  aaounts  coapared  to  th*  overall  land 
available  in  the  Montana  area;  and,  therefore,  the  impacts 
would  not  be  significant. 

One  major  concern  to  us  was,  of  course,  the  impacts 
on  inhabited  homes;  but  since  in  the  proposed  sense,  we  are 
able  to  avoid  any  impacts  on  inhabited  homes,  these  Impacts 
would  not  be  significant. 

In  recreation,  we  looked  at  both  regional  and  local 
recreation  to  determine  whether  there  were  sufficient 
facilities  to  accommodate  our  needs.  With  respect  to 
regional  recreational,  we  discovered  more  than  adequate 
facilities  to  accommodate  the  extra  demand  crested  by  this 
psrticular  program. 

However,  as  far  as  local  recreational  facilities 
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concerns  of  the  Native  Americans,  w*  wrote  to  the  councils  of 
th#  various  American  Indians  that  had  historic  ties  to  th* 
area  and  to  identify  any  sacrad  lands  that  might  be  located 
and  disturbed  by  our  activities.  At  this  tis>e,  we  know  of  no 
sacred  sites  that  would  be  disturbed.  However,  there  is  a 
possibility  that  some  sacred  sites  could  be  disturbed  by 
audible  interference  or  visual  Interference. 

However,  the  most  important  issue  that  was  raised 
by  the  Native  American  Indians  was  not  on  sacred  sites,  but 
the  possibility  of  us  discovering  burial  sites.  In  this 
particular  case,  they  have  e  great  concern  that  in  the  past 
when  uncovering  such  burial  sites,  the  bodies  have  been 
disinterred  and  handad  over  to  anthropologists  who  put  the 
bones  on  display  in  museums.  It  is  their  rallgion  and  belief 
that  such  activity  disturbs  the  spirit  of  that  individual. 

It  is  the  policy  of  the  Air  Force,  however,  that  if 
we  should  uncover  the  remains  of  an  Indian  burial,  that  we 
call  in  the  appropriate  judicial  leader  of  the  American 
Indian  group  and  arrange  for  reinterment  of  the  remains  in 
accordance  with  the  religious  beliefs  of  th*  Native  American 


In  biological  resources,  we  looked  at  vegetation, 
wildlife,  aquatic  habitats,  unique  and  sensitive  habitats, 
and  threatened  and  endangered  species.  Overall,  the  impacts 
on  biological  resources  were  determined  to  be  not 


were  concerned,  and  with  the  emphasis  being  in  the  Great 
Falls  srea,  we  found  that  on  bom  facilities,  they  would  be 
stressed  due  to  the  immigrating  population.  These  were 
facilities  such  as  softball  fields  and  golf  courses. 

Onder  visual  resources,  we  looked  at  the  project 
impacts  on  visual  using  modification  of  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management's  visual  resources  management  methodology. 

Because  the  earth-covered  igloos  can  blend  into  the 
surrounding  area,  it  was  determined  that  the  impacts  of 
construction  of  igloos  would  not  be  significant  on  visual 
resources. 

In  cultural  resourcas,  w*  looked  at  prehistoric, 
historic,  architectural,  Natlvs  American,  and  paleontological 
resources.  For  prehistoric  resources  we  discovered  they 
could  be  affected  by  bridge  construction  at  rivar  crossings; 
and,  in  addition,  there  were  38  launch  facilities  located  on 
land  forms  where  prehistoric  artifacts  wars  likely  to  be 
found.  Of  the  bridges  that  could  be  affected  by  the 
deployment  activities,  one  is  eligible  for  listing  in  the 
National  Register  of  Historic  Places,  and  aix  are  potentially 
eligible. 

This  area  has  some  very  important  fossil-bearing 
resources,  and  there  is  a  potential  that  during  the 
construction  phase  some  materials  important  to  the  scientific 
community  could  be  disturbed  or  destroyed.  In  looking  at  the 
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significant.  Thera  will  be  several  small  arses  of  sensitive 
vegetation  disturbed  including  forest,  riparian  habitats,  and 
native  grasslands.  There  is  a  possibility  that  wildlife  will 
be  temporarily  disturbed  at  launch  facilities  that  occur  in 
sansitive  wildlife  habitats.  However,  overall,  the  amount  of 
land  that's  going  to  be  disturbed  is  relatively  small,  and  we 
expect  a  species  that  is  temporarily  disturbed  to  soon 
reestablish  Itself  in  preconstruction  numbers  as  soon  as  the 
construction  activities  are  completed. 

We  expect  a  program- Induced  growth  in  hunting  and 
fishing  throughout  the  area  of  Montana.  However,  again,  this 
should  not  significantly  affect  the  big  geme  or  wildlife 
since  the  State  of  Montana  has  a  large  capacity  in  this 
particular  form  of  recreation. 

Section  7  of  the  Endangered  Species  Act  of  1973 
requires  the  evaluation  of  th*  potential  program  impacts  on 
threatened  and  endangered  species.  A  biological  assessment 
was  prepared,  and  the  conclusions  were  that  there  should  be 
no  threat  from  this  program  to  any  threatened  or  endangered 
species.  The  U.S.  Fish  k  Wildlife  has  concurred  with  this 


In  water  resources,  we  looked  at  water  use,  surface 
water,  and  ground  water.  Total  program  us*  from  this 
particular  program  in  urban  area*  would  be  about  800 
acre-feet  per  year  in  a  construction  phase,  and  about  1,500 
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1 

acre-feet  par  year  in  the  op« rational  phase.  This  represents 

l 

In  looking  now  at  the  alternatives,  the  first 

2 

about  .1  parcant  of  tha  currant  daaartd  for  water  in  tha  urban 

2 

altarnatlva,  as  you  may  recall,  emtailed  the  deployment  of 

3 

araaa,  and  la  wall  within  tha  capabilltiaa  of  tha  tbraa  urban 

3 

200  Bard  Mobile  Launchers  in  pre-engi neared  facilities.  Thia 

4 

araaa  to  accommodate. 

4 

particular  program  raquirad  laaa  operational  peraonnal;  and 

5 

Me  do  aipact  to  hava  tome  impact  on  aurfaca  watar 

5 

aa  a  consequence,  there  wara  lass  immigration,  and  laaa 

< 

dua  to  sedimentation  occurring  aftar  tha  conatruction  of 

< 

students  within  tha  school  system. 

7 

bridges  or  on  launch  facllitiaa  that  bava  a  auacaptlbillty  to 

7 

Bowever,  overall,  the  impacts  would  just  ba 

• 

aoil  aroaion. 

1 

somewhat  comparable  to  that  of  tha  Proposed  Action.  The  only 

9 

in  looting  at  geology,  wa  conaidarad  gaological 

9 

area  where  wa  bad  the  potential  for  higher  impacta  was,  of 

10 

raaourcaa  including  aggregate,  oil,  gas,  coal,  and  soils. 

10 

couraa,  with  inbabitad  homes  affected  by  tha  increased  safety 

11 

themselves.  Bacauaa  of  tha  larga  amount  of  aggragata  that 

11 

sonas  around  tha  launch  facilities!  and  again,  thia  is  being 

12 

ara  going  to  ba  raquirad  to  aupport  tha  conatruction  of 

12 

eliminated  by  tha  judicious  selection  of  launch  facllitiaa. 

13 

roads,  wa  aaw  that,  particularly  in  tha  Conrad-Shalby  araa 

13 

Altarnatlva  Bo.  2i  thia  antailad  tha  deployment  of 

14 

and  in  tha  Lawiatown  araa,  wa  could  atraaa  tha  production 

14 

250  Bard  Nobile  Launchers  at  125  launch  facllitiaa.  This 

15 

capabilltiaa  of  thoaa  araaa  for  aggragata.  However,  in  tha 

IS 

would  antall  a  higher  nombar  of  operational  peraonnal  which 

16 

long  tars,  wa  aaw  tha  capability  for  thoaa  araaa  to  raapond 

11 

would  lncraaaa  tha  socioeconomic  impacts  associated  with  thia 

17 

and  to  develop  naw  aourcaa  of  aggragata  ao  that  in  tha  long 

17 

program. 

It 

tarn,  tha  impacta  would  not  ba  aignif leant. 

10 

Por  Alternative  Bo.  3,  wa  looked  at  placing  200 

It 

Thar#  wara  aoma  aitaa  that  had  aoila  that  wara 

19 

Bard  Nobile  Launchers  in  pre-engineered  buildings  at  200 

20 

highly  auacaptibla  to  aroaion  or  naaa  movements  and,  of 

20 

launch  facllitiaa.  Tha  impacts  associated  with  thia  program 

21 

couraa,  thla  could  cauaa  an  impact  in  abort  tarn  froai 

21 

ara  vary  similar  to  tha  Proposed  Action  with  tha  exception  of 

22 

conatruction  activities. 

22 

tha  numbers  of  inbabitad  homes  impacted.  Por  thia  particular 

23 

In  both  air  quality  and  noiaa,  our  analyaia 

23 

option,  wa  had  no  alternative  but  to  go  to  each  launch 

24 

indlcatad  that  tha  impacta  dua  to  thia  program  would  not  be 

24 

facility,  and  wa  wara  going  to  Impact  homes  at  25  launch 

25 

aignificant. 

25 

facllitiaa. 
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Aa  raquirad  by  tha  Rational  environmental  Policy 

1 

have  a  record  of  25  years  of  oparation  of  tha  Mlnuteman 

2 

Act,  it  ia  important  to  look  at  tha  No-Action  Alternative. 

2 

system  without  any  mishap  that  occurrad  in  fire  or  eaploalon. 

3 

For  thia  fO'Meuiat  action,  wa  aaaumad  that  the  preaent 

3 

and  even  though  there  ara  additional  safety  devices  included 

4 

activitiaa  at  Helmstro*  Air  force  Baaa  would  contlnua; 

4 

In  tha  development  of  the  Bmall  ICBN,  it  is  still  necassary 

5 

nanwly,  tha  oparation  of  tha  Nlnutcman  aystan  and  tha  deploy- 

5 

that  tha  Air  Porca  hypotheaise  a  credible  accident  and  than 

C 

sant  of  tha  air  rafuallng  wing.  Tha  military  population 

6 

analyse  what  tha  environmental  consequences  of  such  an 

7 

would  rtmain  at  about  10,300,  or  15  parcant  of  tha  population 

7 

accident  would  ba. 

• 

of  Great  Pallar  and  in  tha  long  tarn,  tha  unasploymant  rata 

8 

Por  tha  hypothesised  accident,  wa  aaaumad  that  a 

» 

in  tha  araa  would  look  forward  to  about  6  parcant. 

9 

loaded  petro-tenker  would  ram  into  a  Bard  Nobile  Launcher, 

10 

Alao,  aa  part  of  tha  analyaia,  wa  looked  at  tha 

10 

and  that  thera  would  ba  a  firs  of  sufficient  intensity  and 

11 

cumulative  impacts  of  tha  Paacakaapar  program  in  addition  to 

11 

duration  that,  combined  with  tha  breaking  open  of  the 

12 

tha  Small  I  CBN,  and  in  addition  to  tha  air  rafuallng  wing  on 

12 

re-entry  vehicle,  aoma  aeroaollaation  of  the  plutonium  would 

13 

tha  baseline.  Over  1100  million  worth  of  military 

13 

occur.  Osing  a  plum#  modal,  wa  determined  it  would  occur  or 

14 

construction  programs  will  ba  raquirad  to  aupport  this 

14 

would  cover  approximately  two  to  three  riles  down-wind  of  tha 

15 

particular  proqran.  This  would  entail  tha  use  of  an  extra 

15 

accident,  and  could  causa  about  an  additional  14  deaths  tor 

If 

220  workara  during  conatruction  years. 

14 

avary  one  million  people  exposed. 

17 

Alao,  in  tha  operational  phase,  about  317  military 

17 

It  should  ba  noted,  however,  that  tha  possibility 

16 

personnel  would  ba  raquirad.  When  you  include  their 

16 

or  probability  of  such  an  accident  occurring  la  vary,  vary 

19 

dependants,  it  would  antall  an  additional  700  people  coming 

19 

low.  However,  it  ia  necessary  for  us  to  do  thia  analyaia  ao 

20 

to  tha  Graat  Palls  araa.  Thia  would  lncraase  tha  population 

20 

we  can  determine  tha  environmental  effecta.  Naturally,  tha 

21 

of  tha  school  system,  lncraaaa  tha  need  for  services,  and 

21 

cleanup  costa  associated  with  such  a  mishap  would  ba 

22 

increase,  evar-ao-al ightly,  tha  financial  shortfalls  of  the 

22 

considerable.  The  probability  of  auch  an  accident  occurring 

23 

three  jurisdictions  identified  previously. 

23 

has  bean  determined  to  ba  one  out  of  LOO  billion. 

24 

Aa  part  of  our  analyses,  wa  hava  to  look  at  the 

24 

Tha  laat  araa  I'd  Ilka  to  talk  about  la  mitigation. 

25 

safety  aapaets  of  deployment  of  tha  system,  even  though  wa 

25 

Mitigation  actions  are  undertaken  to  minimise  the  Impacta 

31 
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identified  in  this  particular  document.  Some  measures  can  be 

1 

there 's  a  separate  block  of  whether  you  wish  to  aake  a 

2 

only  aasuped  by  the  Air  Force,  auch  aa  commonly  practiced 

2 

coaaent  during  the  coaaent  portion  of  the  meeting  this 

3 

conatruction  measures.  Other  mitigation  measures  are  within 

3 

aorning. 

4 

the  Mr  Force  authority,  and  include  judicious  decisions  Bade 

4 

We'll  be  collecting  those  during  the  course  of  the 

5 

baaed  upon  the  contents  of  thia  document;  for  instance,  the 

5 

recess  that's  now  going  to  begin,  and  X  will  use  those 

6 

selection  of  launch  facilities  which  still  will  not  impact 

6 

statements  as  the  Initial  source  for  calling  upon  you  members 

7 

inhabited  hoaes. 

7 

of  the  public  to  first  put  questions  to  the  speaker,  and  then 

6 

Other  Mitigation  Measures  are  not  within  the 

6 

rather  to  sake  comments. 

9 

purview  of  the  Air  Force,  but  are  the  prerogative  of  the 

9 

I'd  like  to  draw  a  fine  line  using,  perhaps,  a 

10 

local  jurisdictions.  This  eight  be  such  issues  as  how  the 

10 

courtroom  analogy  between  the  kinds  of  questions  I'a  talking 

11 

school  district  of  Great  falls  will  respond  to  the  increased 

11 

about  and  those  that  I'a  not.  Questions  that,  as  to  a 

12 

school  population.  After  the  local  jurisdiction,  however. 

12 

factual  matter,  seek  clarification  of  a  particular  point  nade 

13 

has  made  their  date  rail  nation  on  how  they  wiah  to  respond  to 

13 

in  the  briefing,  a  point  made  in  the  Draft  Environmental 

14 

the  inpact,  then  it  is  incunbent  upon  the  Air  Force,  and  a 

14 

Impact  Statement;  these  sre  the  things  we  want  to  try  to  get 

15 

conaitnent  of  the  Air  Force,  to  assist  that  local 

15 

out  of  the  way  first.  We'll  probably  only  take  about  40 

1C 

jurisdiction  in  iaplenenting  their  selected  nitigative 

16 

minutes.  So  in  40  minutes,  we'll  just  simply  have  to  get 

17 

Measures* 

17 

those  clarifying  questions  out  of  the  wsy. 

16 

Thia  concludes  ay  prepared  presentation.  Thank 

18 

At  about  45  minutes  after  the  hour  of  10  o'clock. 

19 

you. 

19 

I'm  going  to  go  into  the  public  coanent  period.  If  the 

20 

20 

question  is  the  —  i'll  say  Perry  Nason,  but  I  guess  that 

21 

COLONEL  BRISTOL j  Thank  you  Col.  Walsh.  For  the 

21 

would  date  me  —  "Isn't  it  true.  Col.  Walsh,  that  all  of  this 

22 

benefit  of  those  of  you  who  joined  us  after  the  start,  I  know 

22 

is  a  bunch  of  hogwash  and  you've  already  made  your  mind  up?" 

23 

aost  of  you  have  had  a  chance  to  get,  and  perhaps  fill  out, 

23 

those  kind  of  questions  that  are  really  designed  to  express  a 

24 

our  Coaaent  Sheets.  The  key  thing  on  the  Coaaent  Sheets  is 

24 

point  of  view  rather  than  to  seek  a  particular  clarification 

25 

to  check  the  block  whether  you  wish  to  ask  a  question,  and 

33 

C*5 

25 

of  the  factual  natter,  I  want  to  reserve  those  to  be  done  at 

34 
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the  saae  tiae  —  if  there  are  any  such  as  that  —  to  be  done 

1 

2 

incident  to  the  asking  of  public  conaents.  If  you  have  both. 

2 

period,  I  want  to  ask  Lt.  Col.  Walsh  —  since  it  might  help 

3 

aake  a  judgaent  as  to  whether  yours  aore  nearly  fits  in  the 

3 

you  to  know  who  the  individuals  with  Col.  Walsh  are,  and  what 

4 

coanent  period,  and  then  you  can  pose  those  types  of 

4 

their  areas  of  expertise  are,  in  framing  your  questions  or 

5 

questions  at  the  saae  tiae  as  you're  asking  a  consent. 

5 

conaents  --  I  want  to  ask  him  to  introduce  the  individuals 

C 

We  have  aoae  tiae  lialts  that  I'a  going  to  at  least 

6 

whom  he's  brought  with  him  today  and  let  then  Indicate  what 

7 

start  off  with;  and  if  I  see  there's  additional  tiae  prior  to 

7 

their  particular  expertsc  is.  Col.  Walsh? 

0 

our  closing  hour,  then  I'll  aake  that  tiae  available  for 

8 

LT.  COLONEL  WALSH i  On  my  Immediate  right,  I 

9 

additional  questions  or  coaacnts. 

9 

have  Hajor  Jim  Van  Ness.  He  is  an  attorney  with  the  Air 

10 

I'll  allow  a  reasonable  number  of  questions,  2  or  3 

10 

Force,  and  he  will  look  into  land  acquisitions,  safety,  and 

11 

froa  each  individual,  in  the  first  stage;  and  then  when  *• 

11 

water.  On  my  immediate  left,  I  have  Dr.  Raj  Nathur,  who  is 

12 

get  to  public  coaaents,  we'll  be  talking  five  minutes  for 

12 

responsible  for  the  human  resource  aspects  of  tht  Els. 

13 

public  officials,  five  minutes  for  the  single-designated 

13 

Re  works  for  the  Tetra  Tech  Corporation.  On  my  far  left 

14 

spokesperson  of  a  private  organisation,  and  three  ainutes  for 

14 

is  Dr.  Richard  Kramer,  who  also  works  for  Tetra  Tech  end 

15 

individuals  who  are  speaking  in  their  own  capacities  as 

15 

is  responsible  for  the  physical  science  portion  of  the 

16 

private  citizens. 

16 

BIS. 

17 

So  now  let's  go  into  a  recess.  I  have 

17 

COLONEL  BRISTOL:  Thank  you.  Col.  Walsh.  I 

18 

approximately  9i50.  Let's  be  in  recess  until  just  a  few 

18 

have  received  a  number  of  comment  sheets  which  contain 

19 

ainutes  after  the  hour  of  10  o'clock.  When  you've  filled  out 

19 

written  statements  or  other  comments  but  which  have  neither 

20 

your  Comment  Sheets,  if  you  could  bring  them  forward  to  the 

20 

the  block,  "I  want  to  ask  a  question"  nor  the  block,  *1  want 

21 

table,  I  would  appreciate  that  very  auch.  I'll  be  able  to 

21 

to  aake  a  verbal  comment"  checked.  I'm  going  to  assume  on 

22 

sort  then  out  and  get  ready  for  the  second  portion  of  the 

22 

those,  I  won't  be  calling  on  the  individuals  that  filled  out 

23 

hearing.  Thank  you. 

23 

their  sheet  that  way. 

24 

24 

If  there  was  someone  who  inadvertently  failed  to 

25 

25 

check  those  blocks,  once  fve  concluded  all  of  the  sheets. 

35 
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I'll  call  on  the  audience  generally  Cor  anyona  who  would  Ilka 
to  aak  a  question  or  make  a  comment. 

finally,  I'd  aak  that  *e  aak  just  ona  quaatlon  at  a 
time;  and  diract  your  quaatlon*  to  me,  and  1  will.  In  turn, 
refer  than  to  Col.  Walsh  and  hia  panel. 

1  want  to  call  on  Alice  Stanley  firat.  Co*u  to  th* 
naaraat  microphone.  I  thirtk  wa  have  ona  fairly  cloaa. 

Good  morning. 

MS.  ALICE  STANLEY i  I 'a  not  aura  who  can 
anavar  ay  quaatlon.  Probably  Dr.  Eraaer.  I'a  Intaraatad  in 
what  aort  of  haaardoua  waata  would  ba  ganaratad  durinq  tha 
conatruction  and  oparation  of  tha  project,  and  whara  do  you 
plan  to  dlapoaa  of  tha  haaardoua  waata,  and  how  you  plan  to 
transport  thaa? 

COLONEL  BRISTOL i  Thank  you  vary  much. 
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LT.  COLONEL  WALSH i 


I'd  Ilka  to  call  on 


Haj.  Van  Maas  to  anawar  that  quaatlon. 

MAJOR  VAN  NESSi  Out  expectation  la  that  vary 
llttla  haaardoua  waata  will  ba  ganaratad  aithar  through  tha 
construction  proctss  or  during  tha  oparation  of  tha  ayetam. 
Tha  kind  of  haaardoua  waata  that  wa  would  expect  to  ba 
ganaratad  would  ba,  vary  typically,  things  Ilka  transmission 
oila  that  hava  baan  drainad  fro*  tha  various  vahlcltt  that 
might  ba  uead  during  conatruction,  and  during  tha  oparation, 
and  (host  kinds  of  things. 
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C01  .  BRXS*'QLt  I  may  not  pronounca  this  right 
bacauaa  my  ayaa  ara  qatting  tired;  but  Kathy  Hellard7 

MB.  KATHY  HELLARDj  My  quaatlon  ralataa  to  tha 


alart  status. 


i  a  llttla  curious  as  to  whan  tha  Hard 


Nobila  Launchars  would  go  on  alart  status,  and  could  you  talk 
a  llttla  about  that? 

COLONEL  BRISTOL!  Col .  Walsh? 

LT.  COLONEL  WALSH!  Tha  intantlon  at  this 
point  is  to  hava  tan  Hard  Hoblla  Launchars  on  alart  at  tha 
and  of  1992  in  aecordanca  with  tha  Congraaaional  diract ion. 
That  la,  wa  will  hava  tan  vahiclas  in  thalr  shaltara  with 
craws  available  so  that  if  wa  got  notification  of  a  Soviet 
attack,  that  thay  could  dash  off  alta. 

MB.  HELLARDi  By  what  yaar? 

LT.  COLONEL  WALSH i  Dactmbar  1992. 

MB.  HELLARDi  I  guaaa  my  raal  gueatJon  —  or 
maybe  you  misunderstood  it  a  llttla  —  waai  Nhat  will 
conatituta  an  alart  to  put  thaa#  things  out  on  tha  roads  and 
through  farmlands?  I  guaaa  that's  my  concern  alnca  wt'va 
never  d9ploy0d  a  mobile  missile,  wa  don't  really  know;  and 
I'm  concerned  as  to  how  often  these  will  go  on  roada  without 
really  being  launched 

LT.  COLONEL  WALSH i  The  tan  vehicles  will  be 
on  alart  status  at  the  end  of  1 99 2 j  that  is,  with  vehicles 
on  shelters  and  drivers  available  to  drive  off  on  a 


Our  expectation  la  that  those  haaardoua  wastes  will 
ba  disposed  of  through  tha  proceaa  that  tha  baas  presently 
uses.  That  la,  thay  hava  a  permitted  temporary  storage 
facility  at  the  beaei  and  than  thay  will  ba  transported  out 
of  atata  bacauaa  Montana  doesn't  have  presently,  as  1 


understand  It,  a  permitted  permanent  haaardoua  waste 
facility.  Bo  thay  will  ba  taken  elsewhere  under  tha  present 


COLONEL  BRISTOL!  Did  you  hava  a  follow-up? 

MB.  ALICE  STANLEY i  Yea.  Do  you  plan  to  list 
tha  haaardoua  wastes  you  intend  to  generate?  I'm  aura  it 
will  ba  more  than  spent  transmission  oils,  i  mean,  Halmatrom 
generates  enough  to  ba  —  enough  to  reach  a  small  generator 
atatua.  That  additional  ona  nay  put  you  into  tha  largo 
generator  status. 

MAJOR  VAR  NESS  I  Ne  don't  believe  that  will  ba 
tha  case.  At  least  our  initial  analysis  of  that  would  not 
suggest  that  that  will  causa  that  to  occur,  in  addition  to 
transmission  fluids,  there  may  ba  soma  industrial  solvents 
that  may  ba  characterised  as  haaardoua  waste,  although  wa,  in 
general,  will  no  longer  use  solvents  aa  try chi or a tha line, 
certainly.  Thera  may  ba  soma  paints  that  may  hava  soma 
consideration  for  that.  Ve  hava  not  quantified  those  at  this 
point.  But  it  is  our  present  understanding  that  thay  won't 
ba  large  and  that  thay  wouldn’t  causa  that  eo  occur. 
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notification  that  a  Soviet  attack  has  baan  launched  on  tba 
United  States.  That  is  tha  only  occasion  where  these 
vehicles  will  ba  on  tha  Montana  roads  with  tha  exception  of 
whan  tha  once-e-year  trip  back  to  tba  Min  operating  base  for 
maintenance  at  which  time  tha  vahiclas  will  ba  reconfigured 
to  meat  state  axle  weight  standards,  and  we'll  hava  a  convoy 


NS.  HELL AND:  You're  saying  thay  won't  go  out 


unless  there's  an  actual  notification? 


LT.  COLONEL  WALSH t  It  will  not  ba  out  on 


Montana  roads  in  a  war  configuration  i 


verified  launch  of  Soviet  missiles  against  tha  United  States. 

MS.  HELLARDi  Ny  second  question  alao  relates 
to  Hard  Nobila  Launchars.  What  I've  noticed  la  that  there 
ara  a  few  pages  talking  about  conatruction  traffic  on  roada 
and  whatnot.  But  there' ■  only  ona  paragraph  talking  about 
tha  movement  of  tha  Hard  Hoblla  Launehar  on  tha  highways 
through  Great  Falla  and  whatnot,  t  Juat  don't  think  that's 
vary  specific  whan  you're  doing  an  environmental  Impact 
statement. 

Ny  question  lei  I  understand  that  you  brought  that 
problem  to  tha  Highway  Dapattment.  la  that  true  at  this 
point?  in  terms  of  If  I'm  driving  from  Helena  to  Great  Falls 
and  I'm  stuck  behind  one  of  these  thing*,  what  exactly  will  1 
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LT.  COLONEL  WALSH:  In  the  document,  Itself, 

2 

w*  have  identified  that  in  the  operational  year#  that  there 

i 

putting  in  extra  lanes,  etc.;  and  it’s  up  to  the  State  to 

3 

could  bo,  or  there  would  be,  without  mltigative  action,  a 

2 

come  back  to  ua  in  November  with  what  they  wish  to  do,  and 

4 

lowering  of  the  level  of  service  on  roads  that  are  going  to 

3 

then  we  will  sit  down  with  them  and  fund  the  design  and  the 

1  4 

contruction  of  those  measures. 

be  used  by  this  particular  system.  These  win  vary.  The 

6 

numbers  of  movements  caused  attributable  to  our  particular 

5 

MS.  HELLARD:  I  understand  that.  My  question 

7 

program  will  vary  between  230  and  270  vehicle  movements  per 

6 

and  a  followup  to  that  isi  will  the  public  be  able  to 

8 

day  in  those  areas  immediately  adjacent  to  the  base;  and,  of 

7 

comment  on  that  document  the  Highway  Department  puts  out? 

9 

course,  less  numbers  as  you  get  farther  from  the  base. 

6 

LT.  Colonel  WALSH:  That's  an  issue  that  was 

10 

As  a  consequence  of  that,  the  level  of  service  that 

9 

brought  up  last  night,  and  I  believe  that  is  a  very  good 

U 

people  will  experience  on  those  roads  will  drop  from  the 

10 

comment,  particularly  for  people  from  the  rural  areas,  that 

13 

present  “A"  rating  to  at  least  a  'B“  rating.  This  is  a 

11 

they  should  have  the  opportunity  to  comment  on  which  roads 

13 

terminology  that's  used  by  highway  engineers  to  designate  the 

12 

shall  be  upgraded  and  how  they're  upgraded,  and  we  intend  to 

14 

degree  of  comfort  a  driver  would  experience,  the  number  of 

13 

work  with  the  State  Department  to  make  that  come  about. 

IS 

maneuvers  he  would  have  to  make,  the  speed  he  could  travel 

14 

MS.  RELLARD:  There  will  be  public  comment  on 

16 

15 

that? 

at,  etc. 

17 

we've  also  identified  in  the  EIS  there  would  be  a 

16 

LT.  COLONEL  WALSH:  Tes,  we  intend  to  work 

16 

queuing  problem  associated  with  the  slow  movement  of  the 

17 

with  the  State  Highway  Department  so  that  people  in  the  rural 

19 

vehicle*  a  very  large  vehicle  that  would  make  passing  very 

18 

19 

areas,  etc.,  will  be  made  aware  of  how  we  intend  to  meet  our 

20 

complicated.  Now,  that's  the  way  the  situation  would  be  if 

requirements,  and  they  can  comment  on  its  viability,  etc. 

21 

no  mitigative  actions  were  taken. 

20 

COLONEL  BRISTOL:  Thank  you.  Ed  Hammerer? 

22 

However,  we're  working  with  the  State,  for  the 

21 

MR.  ED.  KAMMERER:  Thank  you.  Colonel.  1 

23 

22 

looked  to  see  what  you  were. 

State,  to  determine  how  they  wish  to  satisfy  our  needs  as 

24 

well  as  meet  the  needs  of  the  people  of  Montana.  The  ways  in 

23 

My  question  involves  the  land  use,  how  such  — 

2S 

24 

perhaps  this  was  covered,  I  came  in  a  little  late  —  how  much 

which  they  can  meet  those  needs  would  be  by  widening  roads. 

25 

land  is  covered  in  a  typical  launch  site.  How  much  are  you 

41 
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1 

taking  from  the  landowner,  first  in  fee  simple,  and  in 

1 

it  would  prohibit  would  be  the  construction  of  an  inhabited 

2 

easement,  and  what  kind  of  easement,  how  restrictive  ate  your 

2 

facility. 

3 

easements? 

3 

HR.  HAMMERER:  That's  1,400  feet,  let's  say. 

4 

LT.  COLONEL  WALSH:  As  far  as  land  that  will 

4 

from  —  That's  a  radius? 

5 

be  purchased  in  fee  simple,  we’re  looking  at  between  .1  and 

5 

LT.  COLONEL  WALSH:  Tes. 

6 

1.6  acres  of  land  at  the  selected  launch  facilities.  The 

6 

NR.  HAMMERER:  2,800,  3,400  which  is  —  That's 

7 

amount  of  land  would  be  determined  by  the  present  size  of  the 

7 

about  a  quarter  section,  isn't  it? 

8 

launch  facility  and  its  configuration  and  relative  position 

6 

LT.  COLONEL  WALSH:  I  believe  we're  talking 

9 

to  the  road. 

9 

between  about  20  acres  to  140  seres  per  site  restrictive 

10 

As  far  as  the  restrictive  easement  is  concerned. 

10 

easement. 

11 

the  additional  amount  of  land,  that  could  vary  from  —  Let  me 

11 

NR.  HAMMERER:  Yeah,  a  quarter-mile  is,  what. 

12 

explain  it  thia  way:  The  present  restrictive  easement 

12 

4,280;  so  may  a  farmer  or  rancher  perk  machinery  within  that 

13 

extends  1,200  feet  from  the  silo.  If  we  want  with  an  igloo. 

13 

area? 

14 

it  would  extend  1,250  feet  from  the  silo.  If  we  went  from  — 

14 

LT.  COLONEL  WALSH:  Yes,  he  can  do  any 

15 

If  we  used  a  pte-engineered  building  with  two  Hard  Mobile 

15 

activity  he  wants  within  that  area  with  the  exception  of 

16 

Launchers  Inside  of  it,  it  would  go  1,795  feet  from  the 

16 

building  a  home. 

17 

shelter.  If  we  only  put  one  vehicle  In  a  pre-engi neered 

17 

HR.  HAMMERER:  How  restrictive  is  it  to,  say. 

18 

building,  it  would  be  1,425  feet. 

18 

visitors? 

19 

The  Air  Force  would  acquire  a  restrictive  easement 

19 

LT.  COLONEL  WALSH:  In  what  respect? 

20 

on  the  differential  between  the  existing  restrictive  easement 

20 

NR.  HAMMERER:  Let's  say  that  this  farmer  is 

21 

and  the  new  requirement.  What  that  restrictive  easement  will 

21 

one  who  is  a  peace  person.  We're  all  peace  persons.  Maybe 

22 

entail  is  the  prohibition  of  the  construction  of  any 

22 

that  says  too  much.  Let's  say  that  I  want  to  invite  a  lot  of 

23 

Inhabited  facility  within  that  particular  area.  It  would  not 

23 

people  who  belong  to  a  nonviolent  peace  organization  to  my 

24 

prohibit  the  continued  activities  such  a6  farming,  ranching. 

24 

place;  and  is  there  anything  in  that  easement  that  would 

25 

etc.  or  a  continuation  of  those  activities.  The  only  thing 

25 

cover  that,  that  this  is  limited  only  to  the  farmer  and  his 

43 
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family  and  relatives  and  neighbors? 

LT.  COLONEL  NALSB:  Nothing  In  tha  restrictive 
easement  would  prohibit  you  doing  such.  Tha  only  thing  the 
restrictive  easement  would  prohibit  you  fr-^m  doing  would  be 
tha  construction  of  a  home. 

HR.  KAN he REF i  Row  about  a  haystack? 

LT.  COL  NALSB i  You  can  build  a  haystack. 

HR.  RAMHERER:  Prom  tha  launch  site,  the 
impact  on  animals,  wildlife  and  so  on,  would  be  what?  Could 
you  give  that? 

LT.  COLONEL  WALSH i  Ne  identified  some  impact 
in  the  construction  years  to  some  species,  particularly  in 
those  areas  or  on  those  launch  facilities  that  at#  located  in 
areas  where  some  game  winter.  However,  we  concluded  that 
after  construction  activities  were  completed,  that  those 
species  would  return  to  their  preconstruction  population 
density,  and  we  saw  no  significant  impacts. 

Or.  Kramer,  would  you  like  to  make  further  comment? 

DR.  RRAHER:  I  think  you've  just  about  covered 
it. 

HR.  RAMHERER:  The  easement  is  a  perpetual 

easement? 

HAJOR  VAN  NESS:  The  easement  is  perpetual  .  o 
long  as  we  continue  to  need  it  for  nations!  defense  purpose*, 
and  then  It  reverts  automatically  to  —  returns  to  the 
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landowner.  A  couple  of  cist  if lest Iona,  because  some  of  the 

2 

questions  you  asked  I  think  go  toward  this. 

3 

In  addition  to  prohibiting  the  erection  or  the 

4 

creation  of  a  home  for  human  habitation,  it  does  prohibit  the 

5 

uee  of  firearms,  so  it  would  reetrict  hunting  within  that 

% 

expanded  easement  ares.  It  prohibits  the  use  of  fire  as  a 

7 

means  of  clearing  the  lend,  although  I  don't  expect  you  use 

8 

fire  in  some  of  these  winds  too  frequently.  It  prohibits  the 

9 

use  of  explosives  in  excess  of  a  certain  amount,  say,  at  50 

10 

pounds  to  permit  the  use  of  explosives  for  seismic 

n 

exploration.  Ne  didn't  want  to  prohibit  that.  But 

12 

explosives  in  excess  of  that  are  prohibited. 

13 

Hr.  RAMHERER:  in  reverting  of  public  lands, 

14 

say,  that  set  aside  in  a  section  for  school  purposes. 

15 

sometimes  legal  problems  have  come  up.  Major  Van  Ness.  In 

16 

the  esse  of  a  reversion  of  that  land,  where  would  it  go,  the 

1? 

amount  taken  in  fee  simple? 

18 

MAJOR  VAN  NESS:  The  amount  in  fee  simple 

19 

doesn't  revert  automatically.  It's  the  easement  that  reverts 

20 

automatically.  The  present  practice  with  the  fee  simple 

21 

would  be  —  the  present  practice,  and  1*11  elaborate  s  little 

22 

bit  —  would  be  to  declare  that  excess  and  sell  it.  The 

23 

government  would  have  to  sell  the  property. 

24 

Ne  have  legislation  before  Congress  which  is  being 

25 

supported  by  the  Air  Force  to  permit  us  to  return  even  s 

46 
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fee-held  property  to  the  original  landowners  without  charging 
them  if  it  retains  its  character  as  agricultural  property. 
That  was  an  attempt  to  try  and  avoid  some  of  the  problems 
that  occurred  when  we  abandoned  our  Atlas  sites  years  ago. 

HR.  KAHKBRERr  That's  right.  It  was  a  problem 
and  has  been  s  problem,  and  I've  known  people  that  have 
gotten  bit  on  that. 

HAJOR  VAN  NESSt  Ne'ie  hoping  we've  learned 
our  eason  from  that.  And  our  attempt  is  to  try  to  get 
Congress  to  permit  us  to  do  what  we  would  think  would  be  the 
reasonable  thing.  If  we  were  to  abandon,  say,  a  Hinuteman 
missile  site  or  one  of  the  sites  used  for  the  Hard  Hobile 
Launcher. 

HR.  RAHHERERt  Thank  you  very  much. 

HAJOR  VAN  NESS.  Thank  you,  sir. 

COLONEL  BRISTOL t  Frank  Horrison?  Good 
Horning,  Hr.  Horrison. 

HR.  FRANK  HORRISON,  SR:  Good  Horning, 

Colonel.  This  is  a  very  interesting  session.  I  want  to 
compliment  the  people  that  prepared  the  Environmental  Impact 
Statements  so  far  as  it  bears  upon  the  installation  of  the 
missiles.  There  are  two  things  I'm  uncleat  on.  One,  do  you 
intend  to  abandon  the  Hinuteman  Hissile  and  "nbstitute  this 
program?  Nhat't  the  answer  to  that? 

LT.  COLONEL  NALSH:  At  this  particular  time. 
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1 

sir,  there  is  no  intention  tc  abandon  the  Hinuteman  Hissile. 

2 

So,  therefore,  it  has  not  been  —  such  abandonment  has  not 

3 

been  included  in  the  Eis  analyses.  The  intention  at  this 

4 

time  is  to  continue  to  deploy  the  Hinuteman,  and  add  to  that 

5 

the  Small  ICBH. 

6 

NR.  HORRISON:  what  I'm  far  more  concerned 

7 

with  than  the  envi ronmental  Impact  of  the  Installation  of 

8 

these  weapons  is  the  environmental  impact  of  an  accidental  or 

9 

intentional  launching  of  one  of  these  missiles. 

10 

Now,  the  Eighth  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals  in  two 

11 

cases  involving  the  HX  Hissile  brought  by  Nestern  Solidarity, 

12 

and  others,  against  Ronald  Reagan  in  his  capacity  as 

23 

President,  the  state  of  Colorado  against  Casper  Neinberger  ss 

14 

Secretary  of  Defense,  went  up  the  Eighth  Circuit  from  the 

15  | 

United  States  District  Court,  Lincoln,  Nebraska;  and  the 

16 

Eighth  Circuit  held  that  it  was  necessary  that  the 

17  | 

Environmental  Impact  Statement  include  a  study  of  the 

18 

environmental  impact  of  either  an  accidental  or  an 

19 

intentional  launch  of  the  missile  and  its  accompanying 

| 

20 

warhead. 

21 

Hy  answer  —  or  my  question  iti  I  don't  discover 

22 

any  treatment  of  that  in  the  Environmental  Impact  Statement 

23 

or  in  your  presentation  here  today. 

24 

LT.  COLONEL  NALSH:  I  would  like  to  ask  Major  * 

25 

Van  Ness  to  answer  that  question. 
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MAJOR  VAN  NESS:  Sir,  I  think  that  in  answer 
to  your  question,  the  best  way  to  answer  it  is  to  indicate  to 
you  that  we  read  the  Eighth  Circuit's  decision  somewhat 
differently  than  you  have  characterised  it.  In  our  view,  the 
Eighth  Circuit  decision  is  a  very  technical,  legal  decision 
dealing  with  a  concept  called  Distitiability;  that  is,  the 
authority  of  the  courts  to  render  decisions  in  situations 
like  this  where  the  executive  and  the  legislative  branches  of 
the  government  have  spoken.  It  is  on  that  ground  that  the 
case  was  decided,  and  it‘a  a  very  narrow  ground. 

Let  me  indicate  to  you  how  we  have  read  it,  because 
that  will  answer  to  you  why  we  have  not  diacuased  that  in 
this  EIS. 

First,  the  Congressional  directive  that  was  at 
Issue  in  the  MX  lawsuit.  Friends  of  the  Earth  versus  Reagan i 
in  that  Congressional  directive,  Congress  limited  the  scope 
of  the  MX  EIS  to  the  deployment  and  peacetime  operation  of 
the  system.  But  it  did  so  in  a  manner  which  could  be 
considered  ambiguous. 

Consequently,  the  Eighth  Circuit  in  the  decision 
you  have  referred  to  determined  that  this  Congressional 
limitation  applied  only  to  the  first  21  MX  missiles  that  were 
deployed  and  intimated  that  with  regard  to  the  reminding  29 
MX  missiles  that  will  be  deployed  in  southeastern-Wyoming, 
that  the  EIS  should  have  been  broader  in  scope. 
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1 

determines  whether  our  BIS  for  the  MX  project  is,  indeed. 

2 

adequate  or  not.  I  don’t  believe  the  Eighth  Circuit  in  their 

3 

decision  ever  actually  determined  whether  or  not  our  EIS  was 

4 

adequate. 

5  ; 

COLONEL  BRISTOL:  Let  me  doublecheck  here,  but 

6 

I  think  that  exhausted  the  documents  on  which  individuals  had 

7 

indicated  that  they  wished  to  ask  questions  as  opposed  to 

8 

making  comments.  If  I've  missed  any  —  and  they  came  at  me 

9 

from  several  directions  --  I  apologize.  Did  anyone  else  wish 

10 

to  ask  a  question?  You,  sir.  Why  don't  you  come  forward. 

11 

State  your  name  for  the  record  and  spell  your  lest  name. 

12 

MR.  STEPHEN  MALY:  Stephen  Maly,  H-a-l-y. 

13 

This  goes  back  to  a  previous  question  regarding  the 

14 

transportation. 

15 

COLONEL  BRISTOL:  Stephen,  I'm  sorry.  I've 

16 

got  so  many  piles  here,  I  see  that  I  fed  out  of  the  wrong 

17 

one.  Go  ahead. 

18 

MR.  MALY:  Just  a  series  of  short  questions 

19 

ali  related  to  the  same  topic.  I  have  a  problem  with  the 

20 

terminology.  It’s  not  defined.  Security  response  force 

21 

coverage,  which  I  believe  refers  to  convoying  the  Hard  Mobile 

22 

Launchers.  I'm  not  certain  of  that.  Could  you  tell  me  what 

23 

that  means? 

24 

LT.  COLONEL  MALSH:  The  security  response 

25 

force  are  teams  of  trained  individuals  that  will  be  stationed 

51 

In  our  situation  regarding  the  EIS  that  is  at  issue 
this  morning,  in  the  1986  DOD  Authorization  Act,  Congress 
clearly  and,  in  our  minds,  unambiguously  limited  the  scope  of 
this  EIS  to  discussion  of  the  Environmental  Impact  associated 
with  the  deployment  and  peacetime  operation  of  the  system  at 
specifically  selected  sites;  in  this  case,  Halmstrom  Air 
Force  Base.  Consequently,  in  our  view,  much  of  the  Eighth 
Circuit's  decision  is  not  germane  to  our  determination  of  the 
scope  of  this  document. 

In  addition,  the  Eighth  Circuit's  decision  if  you 
read  it,  I  think,  carefully,  and  I  invite  you  to  do  so,  not 
that  you  haven’t  already  —  Hell,  it's  a  decision  that  has  to 
be  read  very  carefully,  I  think,  and  it  is  entirely  possible 
that  two  people  can  read  that  decision  and  reach,  I  think, 
markedly  different  conclusions.  It's  not  a  very 
clearly-written  decision. 

Our  view  is  that  what  the  Eighth  Circuit  did  in 
that  case  was  not  decide  that  our  MX  EIS  was  inadequate; 
rather  the  Eighth  Circuit  simply  said  that  the  courts,  in 
general,  have  the  authority  to  render  a  decision  with  regard 
to  the  completeness  of  the  environmental  document,  and  they 
returned  that  case  to  the  Federal  District  Court  in  Lincoln, 
Nebraska,  and  ordered  the  Federal  District  Court  in  Lincoln, 
Nebraska  to  try  the  case. 

And  it  will  be  the  Federal  District  Court  that 
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at  preselected  launch  control  facilities.  They  will  be 
available  to  respond  in  the  case  of  any  notification  of 
unauthorized  entry  into  a  launch  facility. 

MR.  MALY:  Then  regarding  the  once-a-year 
maintenance  trips  that  the  launchers  will  make  back  to  the 
base;  there's  no  —  at  least  I  didn't  find  any  —  definition 
or  description  of  when,  of  the  scheduling  of  these  trips.  My 
supposition  is  that  they  would  be  concentrated  in  the  warmer 
months  of  the  year.  Therefore,  if  there  are  200  or  250 
units,  there  would  be  at  least  250  days  out  of  the  year  that 
one  of  these  would  be  on  the  road;  but  more  likely,  if  I'm 
correct  in  my  assumption,  there  would  be  a  period  of  time  in 
the  year  that  more  than  one  would  be  on  the  road.  I  just 
want  some  more  clarification  of  how  you're  going  to  schedule 
these  trips. 

LT.  COLONEL  MALSH:  At  this  time,  I  do  not 
have  better  information  on  the  scheduling  of  those  trips. 
Again,  a  lot  will  be  determined  by  our  experience  as  we  fill 
the  prototype  vehicles.  It's  also  possible  that  we  will 
mitigate  such  trips  by  satellites,  maintenance  locations. 

This  was  an  idea  raised  by  several  communities  that  instead 
of  taking  the  vehicles  all  the  way  back  to  the  main  operating 
base  and  burdening  the  road  system,  that  the  use  of  satellite 
maintenance  facilities  might  both  bring  economic  relief  to 
some  communities  as  well  aa  relieve  congestion  on  the  roads. 
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Ws  still  have  Mny  decisions  to  asks  bsfors  the  final 
maintenance  operation,  or  scenario,  is  deternined. 

HR.  KALY i  Too  nay  have  alnost  answered  this 
question  before.  Would  X  be  able  to  peas  a  convey  on  the 
highway,  or  not? 

IT.  COLO* EL  WALSH i  The  answer  is  yes.  We're 
assuning,  of  course,  in  Baking  that  answer  that  the  roads 
would  be  modified  to  permit  that.  There  are  aoae  roads,  of 
course,  at  this  tine  only  24-feet  wide,  and  we  are  talking 
about  a  14-foot  wide  vehicle.  So  we  would  assume  that  at  a 
minimum,  the  State  would  want  to  widen  the  roads  to,  say, 
30-feet  wide  to  perait  our  vehicle  to  pass  and  to  accommodate 
the  needs  of  people  of  Montana.  So  the  answer  is:  Tes, 
passing  would  be  permitted. 

MR.  HALT i  Finally,  I'm  no  mechanic,  but  I'm 
wondering  how  a  big  dieael-powered  unit  that  only  travels 
once  a  year  on  ths  roads  aftar  it's  been  deployed  Is  going  to 
be  ready  to  dash  out  onto  roads  and  Into  the  countryside  on  e 
moment's  notice.  Can  you  just  help  me  understand  how  a  big 
engine  is  going  to  be  ready  to  roll  if  it  never  drives? 

Ll .  COLONEL  WALSH t  Again,  the  entire  scenario 
has  not  been  fully  developed,  but  the  vehicle  or  the  portion 
of  the  vehicle  that  would  have  to  come  back  to  the  base  once 
per  year  would  be  the  train  r.  It  is  entirely  possible,  and 
moot  probable,  that  the  tractor  portion  of  the  unit  wnl  be 
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disconnected  and  rotated  around  in  order  to  p.ivde  such 
ramming  time  to  ensure  its  opsrability. 

HR.  HALT i  Thank  you. 

COLONEL  BRISTOL:  Thank  you,  sir.  Jim 

Smokier? 

HR.  JIM  SEWKLER:  I  have  a  couple  of  questions 
about  ths  amount  of  money  that  are  being  spent  on  the 
deployment;  and  I  think  you  mentioned  that  over  a  period  of 
IBM  to  2005  would  be  S990  million  spent  ir  Montana}  is  that 
correct? 

LT.  COLONEL  WALSH:  That  would  be  the 
additional  revenues  that  are  being  generated.  Or.  Hathur, 
would  you  like  to  comment  on  that? 

DR.  RATHCR:  That  is  the  cost.  Yas,  there  -■ 
$990  million  of  construction  costs  and  the  cost  of  obtaining 
ths  materials  in  Mor tana. 

HR.  SEWKLER:  There  was  another  figure 
mentioned,  a  $63  million  per  year,  and  I  didn't  quite  see 
where  that  was. 

LT.  COLONEL  WALSH:  The  personnel  that  are 
coning  to  town,  the  3,100  military  personnel  and  their 
dependents,  will  be  spending  money  .n  the  local  community 
either  renting  houses,  buying  groceries,  etc.  Also,  the  base 
contracting  ff leers  will  be  acquiring  goods  and  ssrvices 
from  the  corporations  located  downtown,  we  expect  on  a 
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ysarly  basis  that  will  put  *63  million  a  year  into  the 


HR.  8ENKLER:  How  much  will  the  shortfall  be 
in  revenues  for  the  local  govarns»nt? 

LT.  COLONEL  WALSH:  The  shortfalls  will  vary 
bstween,  for  the  City  of  Great  Falls,  ws’re  looking  at 
approximately  $100,000  a  year  based  on  s  budget  of  $?0 
million  per  year,  for  the  county,  or  Cascade  County,  we're 
looking  at  about  $270,000  a  year  based  on  a  budget  of  $12 
million  s  year.  For  ths  school  district,  we're  looking  at  a 
peak  deficit  of  about  570,  between  540  and  570,  and  a 
continued  shortfall  in  the  operational  years  of  $140,000,  and 
this  will  be  based  upon  a  projected  budqet  of  $36  million. 

Wow,  they  are  the  shortfalls  based  upon  building 
military  family  huuelng  units  on  base  and  no  other  mitigative 
action  being  taken.  Naturally,  in  identifying  the  shortfall, 
or  the  impact,  we  can  take  appropriate  mitigative  measures  to 
make  sure  it  doesn't  occur. 

HR.  SENKLEP:  What  will  those  likely  be? 

LT.  COLONEL  WALSH i  One  measure  that  la 
available  to  U9  is  not  to  build  military  family  housing  units 
on  baa*-.  It  Is  the  cuzitnt  practice  or  —  to  put  it  another 
way  —  Congress,  in  recent  years,  has  tended  away  from 
building  military  family  housing  units,  and  rather  has  tried 
to  provide  housing  for  the  military  through  other  federal 


programs  such  as  Public  Law,  or  was  it  98-115,  Section  801 
and  802.  And  what  this  basically  does  for  you  is  allows,  it 
promotes  or  sneoursges  a  private  entrepreneur  to  build  the 
houses,  and  then  the  government  leases  the  houses  back  from 


What  this  does  for  you  is  changes  your  tax  base. 

If  military  family  houaing  units  are  built,  they're  not 
taxable  by  the  State.  However,  if  the  unit*  are  built 
through  801  program,  they  are  taxable:  ao  we're  adding  to  the 
tax  base  of  the  community.  When  you  add  to  the  tax  base  of 
the  coaMunity,  you  actually  wipe  out  that  deficit  that  we've 
identified  and  actually  create  a  surplus. 

That  would  only  occur  for  Cascade  County  and  for 
the  City  of  Great  Falls.  But  it  would  cause  other  problems 
for  the  school  district  and  there  are  other  solutions  for 
that,  too.  That  gives  you  an  idea  of  the  action  taken  to 
aolve  those  problems. 

HR.  SEN* LEW:  One  other  question.  What 
relationship  dove  the  company,  Tetronics,  I  believe  — 

LT.  COLONEL  WALSH i  Tatra  Tech. 

HR.  SEN XL EH:  —  Tetra  Tech  have  with  the 
proposed  building  or  actiona  of  research  and  development  they 
have  done  toward  the  Hidgetman  at  this  point? 

LT.  COLONEL  WALSH t  I'd  liks  to  ask  Major  Van 
Rasa  to  answe*  that  qusrtlon. 
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MAJOR  VAN  NESS:  I'm  going  to  answer  you 
fairly  completely  because  there  have  been  articles  in  the 
paper  over  the  last  few  weeks  dealing  with  a  potential 
conflict  of  interest  that  exists  between  Tetra  Tech*  the 
contractor  we  have  hired  to  assist  uk  in  the  preparation  of 
the  environmental  document,  and  assertion  that  their  patent 
company,  Honeywell,  has  other  interests  in  the  Small  XCBN 
project,  if  you'll  permit  me,  1*11  answer  you  relatively 
completely. 

In  1986,  Tetra  Tech,  the  company  that  we  have  hired 
to  assist  us  in  the  preparation  of  the  environmental 
document,  make  up  one  of  four  divisions  under  Honeywell's 
Marine  Systems  Group.  During  part  of  1986,  a  separate 
division  of  that  same  Marine  Systems  Group,  the  Space  and 
Strategic  Avionics  Division,  was  one  of  three  contractors 
under  contract  to  the  Air  Force  to  do  concept  development 
work  on  the  use  of  ring  laser  gyr ©technology  for  missile 
navigation  purposes. 

We  were  concerned  enough  when  we  saw  those  two 
separate  divisions  of  the  company  Involved  to  take  a  good 
look  at  whether  there  was  any  potential  conflict  of  interest 
involving  our  contractor.  We  did  that  in  1986.  we  have 
concluded  that  there  is  no  disqualifying  conflict  of  interest 
for  a  variety  of  reasons. 

Pirst,  the  ring  laser  gyro  concept  development  work 
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and  analysis  of  some  of  the  environmental  data  that  we’ve  had 
them  acquire  for  us.  The  Air  Force  has  independently 
evaluated  all  of  the  documentation  in  both  the  LE1S  and  the 
Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement,  using  our  own  resource 
specialists  who  work  for  Colonel  Walsh.  We  take  full  and 
complete  responsibility  for  the  scope  and  the  content  of  the 
document.  It  is,  indeed,  an  Air  Force  document. 

Pinally,  for  the  record,  for  those  of  you  who  are 
aware  of  the  regulatory  requirement  from  the  Council  on 
Environmental  Quality  Regulations,  we  did  have  Tetra  Tech 
prepare  disclosure  statements,  the  first  on  August  5,  1906, 
Involving  the  Legislative  Environmental  Impact  Statement,  and 
the  second  on  July  2nd  of  this  year,  1987,  involving  the 
Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement  where  they,  at  our 
behest,  detailed  for  us  all  of  the  potential  conflicts  that 
may  have  existed  in  this  case. 

So,  in  short,  we  took  a  good,  hard  look,  we 
concluded  that  there  was  no  disqualifying  conflict  of 
interest,  nothing  that  would  keep  them  from  taking  an 
independent  look  at  the  environmental  consequences.  We’ve 
been  satifled  with  their  work  on  our  behalf. 

COLONEL  BRISTOL:  D.  D.  Dowden,  D-o-w-d-e-n? 

Is  Mr.  Dowden  here?  Or  it  could  be  Ms.  Dowden.  Janice  Van 
Riper? 

MS.  JANICE  S-  VAN  RIPER:  I  have  a  couple 


follow-up  questions  to  the  remarks  and  questions  made  by 
Mr.  Prank  Morrison.  The  first  one  would  be,  I  guess, 
directed  to  Major  Van  Ness.  Did  1  understand  you  to  say  that 
your  position  is  that  the  scope  of  this  Environmental  Impact 
Statement  was  specifically  and  unambiguously  limited  —  and  I 
suppose  it  would  be  the  enabling  legislation? 

MAJOR  VAN  NESS:  In  the  19B6  Defense 
Authorization  Bill,  we  believe  that  Congress  clearly  directed 
us  to  limit  the  scope  of  this  EIS  to  the  peecetime  deployment 
and  operation  of  the  system. 

NS.  VAN  RIPER:  My  next  question,  I  hsve  to 
admit,  may  be  an  unfair  question,  but  I  want  to  ask  It  anyway 
if  anyone  has  any  comments  on  it;  and  that's  —  I'm  fairly 
new  to  the  process,  and  X  was  surprised  to  see  that  the  ecope 
of  the  EIS  here  was  so  limited,  and  that’s  because  as  a 
person  who  is  just  a  concerned  citizen,  one  of  my  biggest 
concerns  has  to  do  with  potential  deployment,  end  then  also 
the  increased  risk  of  attack  associated  with  it.  Again,  I 
was  surprised  to  see  there  was  no  statement  regarding  that 
and  no  analysis  regarding  the  potential  impact  there. 

My  question  la:  Why  would  Congress  limit  the  EIS 
to  just  the  peecetime  deployment  and  not  allow  analysis  and 
comments  on  the  other? 

LT.  COLONEL  WALSH:  There  are  aeveral  ways  in 
which  to  answer  your  question.  Taking  the  first  one  is  that 


E-257 


EV2-1/131 _ _ o  I EV2-1/131 


DOCUMENT  130 


OOCUMENT  130 


to  analyse  any  Soviet  attack  upon  this  country  would  b« 
entirely  speculative  on  our  part.  It  would  be  an  action 
taken  by  a  foreign  power.  We  would  have  to  speculate  how 
that  attack  sight  occur,  and  it  would  —  The  bottom  line, 
basically,  would  be  that  it  would  be  terribly  devastating  to 
the  countryside. 

But  the  most  isportant  thing  to  recall  here  is  that 
because  of  the  deployaent  of  this  particular  system,  we  would 
not  aspect  such  an  attack  to  occur  in  the  first  place;  and 
that  is  the  belief  of  Congress  in  proposing  this  systea,  to 
add  to  deterrence.  In  this  particular  systea,  which  is 
extreaely  Mobile,  and  by  being  aobile,  we  can  thwart  the 
effectiveness  or  efficiency  of  sny  soviet  attack;  we  can 


assure  and  demonstrate  to  the  Soviet  Onion  that  should  they 
try  to  attack,  that  a  good  portion  of  these  resources  would 
survive  and  would  possess  sufficient  retalistory  power  to 
inflict  unacceptable  damage  on  the  Soviet  Onion. 

Knowing  that,  the  Soviet  Onion  would  not  attack  in 
the  first  place;  and,  therefore,  we  would  have  achieved 
deterrence.  So  lor  those  two  reasons.  Congress  would  elect 
not  to  include  the  wartime  impacts  in  this  particular  CIS. 

MS.  VAN  RIPER;  Thank  you. 

COLONEL  BRISTOL:  Thank  you,  ma'am.  I'm  now 
going  to  move,  unless  there  are  any  other  questions  that 
anyone  would  like  to  pose.  I’m  prepared  to  move  into  the 


DOCUMENT  130 


HR.  NEWKANi  Then  why  ia  it  that  some  of  the 
ICBMa  that  are  already  in  place  aren't  being  removed  so  that 
we  can  utilise  that  space  for  the  sites? 

LT.  COLONZL  WALSH;  Could  you  explain  your 
question,  please? 

HR.  NEWHAM!  Yeah,  we've  got  how  many  warhead a 
does  the  United  States  have  now?  fifty  thousand,  do  you 
think?  We  have  about  50,000  warheads  now,  don't  we?  So  1C 
we've  got  increased  deterrence  from  the  Hidgetaan,  can't  we 
afford  to  remove  soae  of  the  ICBMs  in  Montana  and  use  those 


COLONEL  BRISTOL i  Colonel  Walsh? 

LT.  COLONEL  WALSBi  1  have  to  consider  your 
question  froa  two  perspectives.  The  first  one  is  we  have 
those  particular  systems  on  duty  right  now.  The  Scovcroft 
Commission,  when  they  recommended  the  Small  ICBN,  was  looking 
for  daterrenca  that  would  take  us  into  the  21st,  or  22nd 
Century.  And  that's  what  we're  building  towards.  It  is 
entirely  likely  that  between  now  and  the  start  of  the  21st 
Century,  some  of  the  systems  presently  on  alert  will  be 


mbled.  However,  it  has  not  been  proposed  ot  this 


particular  time;  so,  therefore,  it  is  not  included  in  this 


COLONEL  BRISTOL!  Thank  you,  sir.  Yen.  ma'am. 
NS.  BEVERLY  HAGLEY ?  Beverly  Nagley, 


public  comment  period.  It  is  a  quarter-to-eleven.  I  don't 
want  to  take  away  too  much  time  from  the  opportunity  or  you 
to  make  comment*.  Wow  many  more  do  I  have  that  would  like  to 
••k  questions?  A  total  of  1,  2,  3,  4.  Sir,  why  don’t  you 
come  down  first.  Would  you  just  state  your  name? 

HR.  T0H  KADDOXi  I  just  want  to  ask  for  s 


COLONEL  BRISTOL!  Okay.  Go  ahead. 

HR.  HA BOOK :  what  is  the  citation,  please,  on 
the  eource  of  reference  for  private  housing  with  Air  Force 
backup? 

LT.  COLONEL  WALSBi  That  would  be  Public  Lew 


COLONEL  BRISTOL;  And  sir,  whet  was  your  name. 


COLONEL  BRISTOL!  Thank  you,  sir.  Would  you 
just  come  down,  those  of  you  that  would  like  to  ask 
quastlons,  and  we  can  get  you  in  a  row.  1  think  we  bad  three 
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get  to  your  portion  of  the  consents. 

MR.  HENC2:  All  right. 

COLONEL  BRISTOL:  Kathleen  Guehlstorff?  All 
of  these  that  I  have,  with  just  a  couple  of  exceptions, 
indicate  in  the  private  citizen  capacity.  1*11  indicate  if 
that  is  otherwise.  So  we'll  be  talking  about  a  three-ainute 
tine  frame.  Thank  you. 

MS.  KATHLEEN  GUEHLSTORFF t  Thank  you  very 
much.  Hello,  again.  I  have  a  few  questions,  but  mostly  just 
consents.  1  have  looked  over  the  DEIS,  and  it's  very 
weighty.  I'm  interested  in  some  problems  that  I  still  have 
with  labor  stating  that  80  percent  of  the  jobs,  or  something 
like  that,  based  on  the  Cheyenne  MX  studies,  are  going  to  be 
out-of-state  jobs.  I  don't  feel  that  that  has  been  addressed 
very  well.  I'm  not  comfortable  with  that;  and  I  would 
appreciate  either  some  comment  on  it.  I  don’t  think  these 
are  going  to  be  jobs  for  Montana  citizens. 

I'm  still  concerned.  I  don't  think  that  it  was 
addressed  very  well  in  the  impact  on  the  communities.  If 
public  services  are  increased,  and  then  the  system  is  taken 
away,  who  is  going  to  pay  for  that?  I  still  think  there's 
going  to  be  a  boom/bust  problem,  and  I  don't  feel  it  was 
addressed  very  well  in  the  EIS.  I'd  like  to  see  some  further 
study  on  that  maybe  for  a  final,  or  some  comments  from  you 
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upon,  first  of  all,  our  analysis  of  the  available  labor  in 
Great  Falls  and,  of  course,  our  needs;  and  we  found  that  over 
80  percent  of  the  jobs  that  were  created  in  the  construction 
industry,  and  in  the  indirect  industries,  could  be  satisfied 
from  the  local  market.  There  is  no  guarantee  it  would  be 
satisfied,  but  it  could  be. 

The  other  issue  that  you  raised  was  the:  What 
happens  if  the  system  goes  away?  Again,  this  is  a  concern 
that  was  raised  not  only  here,  but  in  many  of  the  other 
communities  often  siting  similar  examples.  In  this 
particular  case,  if  —  if  through  negotiations  of  the  arms 
limitations  talks,  a  decision  was  made  not  to  deploy  the 
Small  I CBM  when  we're  halfway  through  the  construction  phase, 
then  in  all  probability,  the  Air  Force  would  have  to  assess 
what  the  environmental  consequences  was  of  such  a  decision. 
Not  that  it  would  change  the  decision,  but  it  would  allow  us 
to  make  appropriate  mitigations  to  minimize  the  impacts  upon 
the  communities  from  that  decision.  Thank  you. 

COLONEL  BRISTOL:  Belle  Richards.  This  is  a 
representational  situation:  Physicians  for  Social 
Responsibility.  So,  Belle,  you  have  five  minutes;  and  Good 


OR.  BELLE  RICHARDS:  Good  morning.  Belle 
Richards,  R-i-c-h-a-r-d-s.  I  hadn't  planned  on  saying 
anything.  I  have  a  statement  I  was  going  to  turn  in,  but  1 


As  an  example,  I  would  like  to  use  the  hospital  in 
Conrad.  They've  got  now  kind  of  a  big  albatross.  The 
community  can't  pay  for  It,  and  when  the  services  were  cut 
back,  and  I  mean,  they're  left  with  this  big  building  they 
still  have  to  heat  and  take  care  of  and  all  of  these  jobs 
that  ware  supposed  to  fill  it.  They're  having  a  little  bit 
of  trouble  with  that.  Z  would  like  to  see  more  study  done 
when  the  system  is,  by  treaty  or  whatever  the  reason,  when 
the  system  is  pulled  out,  who's  going  to  pay  for  these 
increased  social  services  and  so  on. 

Last,  It's  still,  at  best,'  I  think  that  the  system 
is  —  at  best,  it's  humorous.  I  sort  of  envision  this  large 
refugee  of  a  Tonka  Toy  Factory  screaming  around  the  barren 
wastes  in  the  middle  of  winter  on  alert.  It's  kind  of 
humorous  to  me;  and  at  worst,  I  think,  further  deployment  of 
nuclear  weapons  is  evil.  Thank  you. 

LT.  COLONEL  WALSH :  Sir,  may  I  answer  some  of 
those  questions? 

COLONEL  BRISTOL:  Tes,  briefly. 

LT.  COLONEL  WALSH:  First  of  all,  your 
question  in  respect  to  the  labor  force;  the  determination  of 
labor  was  made  on  the  analysis  of  Great  Falls  and  not  based 
upon  any  previous  numbers  from  Cheyenne.  We  used  Cheyenne  as 
an  example  of  what  wc  could  do  when  we  came  to  Great  Falls, 
but  the  numbers  that  we  represented  for  Great  Falls  was  based 
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find  that  I  —  I  feel  like  I  would  feel  better  talking. 

I'm  a  pediatrician.  I  have  beer  in  practice  since 
1944.  I  have  become  increasingly  concerned  about  the 
psychological  effects  on  children  living  in  this  nuclear  age; 
and,  therefore,  have  become  active  in  Physicians  for  Social 
Pesponsi hi  1 ity.  I  am  the  contact  person  for  that  group  in 
the  Helena  area.  As  I  sat  here  this  morning  with  my  little 
statement,  I  became  increasingly  appalled  at  the  fact  that  we 
have  all  this  tine,  talent,  and  money  going  into  considering 
little,  bitty  things  without  even  thinking  of  the  fate  of  the 
planet  earth. 

We  have  a  draft  EIS  which  is  that  fat  (indicating), 
and  nowhere  along  there  can  I  see  where  anybody  is  concerned 
about  the  survival  of  our  planet.  That's  why  I'm  talking 
now.  I’ll  read  the  very  short  statement  that  we,  with  PSP, 
decided  to  send. 

"In  remembrarce  of  Hiroshima  on  August  8th,  church 
bells  toll  every  two  seconds.  This  is  to  remind  people  that 
every  two  seconds,  a  child  dies  of  malnutrition  or 
preventable  illness  while  *  he  world  spends  $50,000  op 
aiman, nt.  As  long  as  there  are  people  in  our  world  who  ore 
in  need  of  food,  clothing,  shelter,  and  health  care,  monies 
murt  not  ho  diverted  to  unnecessary  armament.  Thrt  enclosed 


.-■beet,"  w|»jch  is  one  of  these 


shows  graphically  that  we 


almady  have  moi  e  than  enough  weapons  to  kill  off  the  entire 
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world.  Cancelling  efforts  to  build  Midgetman  would  be  a  step 
in  the  right  direction.* 

COLONEL  BRISTOL*  Thank  you.  Joanne  Reynard? 
It's  been  my  practice,  and  I  didn't  laention  it  earlier,  but  1 
should  Bent  ion  it  now,  that  regardless  from  which  percpective 
a  speaker  addresses  the  proposal,  I'm  going  to  ask  that  there 
be  no  manifestations  of  agreement  «*■  d«Ea-rreement  or  hoots  or 
hollers  or  applause.  It  simply  takes  up  the  total  amount  of 
time  that  we  have  for  the  making  of  statements. 

NS.  JOANNE  HAZARD:  I'»  Joanne  Maynard.  I  *  * 
a  member  of  the  Episcopal  Church's  Standing  Commission  on 
Peace,  but  I'm  not  really  speaking  for  them,  only  for  myrelf. 
I  was  interested  this  »orning  when  you  talked  about  your 
concern  for  the  religious  beliefs  of  Native  Americans  as  you 
may  be  digging  up  some  of  their  sites,  burial  cites;  and  this 
whole  thing  and  the  whole  armament  thing  violates  the 
religious  beliefs  of  myself  and  a  lot  of  Christians.  There 
was  concern,  you  said,  about  disturbing  the  spirits  rf  people 
who  are  buried  in  these  Native  American  sites.  This  whole 
thing  disturbs  my  spirit,  even  though  I'm  not  dead  yet. 

When  I  first  got  my  copy  of  the  big  Impact 
Statement,  I  thought  it  was  the  Penney’s  catalog,  and  then  1 
saw  what  it  was  and  I  was  dismayed.  I  thought.  *1  redly 
should  read  this  because  I  really  am  concerned." 

The  first  thing  I  used  it  for  was  when  my 
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contamination  could  require  the  removal  of  up  to  5,000  cubic 
meters  of  soil  in  the  vicinity  of  the  mishap." 

I  can't  picture  how  much  that  is,  but  I  wonder, 
where?  Removal  to  where?  Where  are  they  going  to  take  it, 
and  who  is  going  to  take  it?  I  suppose  it  would  be  the  Air 
Force  personnel,  and  I  didn't  like  to  think  about  that.  1 
didn't  like  to  think  about  anybody,  any  human  being,  having 
to  do  that.  It  sounded  pretty  dangerous. 

Computers  were  used  to  figure  out  the  different 
things  that  could  happen,  and  the  results  for  watei,  roil, 
plants,  animals  and  humans.  Under  "Incidents  Involving  Solid 
Propellants,  Human  Health  Defects,"  it  says,  "Should  the 
mishap  coincide  with  outdoor  human  activity,"  to  you're 
picturing  somebody  having  a  picnic  or  maybe  a  farmer  out  in 
his  field,  "persons  exposed  to  the  particulate  could  expect 
health  defects,  the  severity  of  which  would  depend  on  the 
particulate  concentration,  the  length  of  e*ro?ur*  time,  and 
other  factors." 

Under  "Incidents  Involving  Liqu'd  Propellants";  "On 
shori  exposures,  the  systemic  effects  involve  the  central 
nervouF  system,  Penu! tant  symptoms  include  tremors.  There 
ate  also  severe  local  burn*  and  dermatitis,  convulsions,  on! 
death." 

I  think  IT  this  were  written  in  a  ror  r  t  u^n  r.i  i  t 
of  way,  I  think  it  would  be  even  more  horrible  sounding.  I 
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know  they  figure  this  probably  won't  happen.  I  can  see  that 
the  people  who  did  this  research  went  to  a  lot  of  work  and 
they  ac8ure  us  that  the  probability  of  an  accident  is  slight. 
Somehow  that  doesn’t  sake  me  feel  any  better. 

Then  the  other  day,  my  boss  got  a  copy  of  this 
paper  called  NUCLEUS.  It's  put  out  by  the  Union  of  Concerned 
Scientists.  I  was  taking  it  upstairs  to  put  it  on  his  desk. 
He's  away  at  a  youth  convention;  and  as  1  put  it  down,  I  saw 
this  paragraph  and  it  really  sumed  up  for  me  why  X  didn't 
feel  good  even  after  I  read  about  the  safety  and  the 
improbability  and  all  that.  They're  not  talking  about  — 

They  do  have  an  article  In  here  about  Itt  missiles  going 
around  on  train  tracks.  That  was  interesting.  It  sounded 
maybe  even  worse  than  this. 

But  they're  talking  about  the  Stark;  and  they  said, 
"Like  the  Challenger  and  Chernobyl  accidents,  the  fate  of  the 
U.s.S.  Staik,  the  accidental  victim  of  an  Iraqi  missile 
attack  in  the  Persian  Gulf  killing  37  crew  members,  has  again 
dramatized  the  perils  of  relying  on  i*ery  complex 
techni calogical  systems  whose  failure  can  mean  disaster." 


COLONEL  BRISTOL*  Thank  you,  ma'am.  P.  A. 
Steinberg?  Good  morning. 

I!R.  D.  A.  STERNBERG:  That's 

S-t-e- r-n-b-e- c-g.  1  just  want  to  thank  you  for  the  c!  arc 
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to  come  in  and  express  my  opinions  on  this  system  this 
morning.  I  guess  what  disturbs  me  the  most  about  the  system 
and  the  way  it's  being  presented  is  that  those  opinions  also 
expressed  by  Mr.  Morrison  this  morning,  and  the  fact  that  the 
Air  Force  and  the  Congress  have  taken  an  out,  if  you  will,  on 
a  technicality  of  failing  to  address  the  impacts, 
environmental  impacts,  of  the  actual  use  of  nuclear  missiles. 

There  are,  unquestionably,  environmental  impacts 
inherent  in  building  such  a  system;  and  if  it  were  to  be 
actually  used,  I  think  that  Congress  and  the  Air  Force  and 
everyone  in  here  would  agree  that  environmental  impacts  would 
be  profound,  and  I  would  just  like  to  go  on  record  as  saying 
that  I  would  be  opposed  to  the  building  and  the  use  of  such  a 
system;  and  I  guess  that  1  feel  that  by  not  including  those 
findings  in  a  draft  or  final  statement,  it  adds  a  flaw  to  an 
Envi ronmental  Impact  Statement  which  really  removes  it  from 


My  second  is  one  that  X  would  like  to  propose,  that 
nuclear  weapons,  as  a  whole,  are  obsolete.  I  base  this  or 
historical  fact  in  that  through  the  ages,  various  weapons 
eystems  have  become  obsolete,  from  the  bow  and  arrow,  and  the 
ccossbow,  right  on  up;  and  I'm  no  military  genlu6,  but  I 
believe  that  a  system  which  a  weapon  which  if  used,  would  not 
only  destroy  the  "enemy,"  but  also  ourselves,  removes  it  from 
any  use.  And  I  wish  that  we  could  all  see  that  the  kind  of 
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good  for  my  State  or  my  World. 

Please  consider  my  view  as  that  of  a  private 
citisen.  I  also  believe  that  I  speak  for  those  who  are  too 
young  to  speak  for  themselves;  and  thank  you  for  listening. 

COLONEL  BRISTOL;  Thank  you.  Kelly  --  is  it 


HP.  KELLY  HENCZ :  Hencz. 

COLONEL  BRISTOL:  I  was  going  to  say  Heinz, 
but  the  letters  are  in  the  wrong  order.  Go  ahead.  Good 
Morning.  Is  that  H-e-n-i-x? 

HR.  HENCZ :  Well,  for  the  Air  Force  records. 


COLONEL  BRISTOL:  We’ll  call  you  anything  you 


MR.  HENCZ:  My  name  is  Kelly  Hencz.  I 
represent  myself,  my  family,  and  any  American  who  believes  in 
good  old  common  sense.  I'd  like  to  say  that  here  today  the 
Air  Force  or  the  Government  or  whoever,  you  make  all  this 
sound  pretty  good.  You  tell  us  that  some  3,100  people  will 
be  added  to  Malmstrom's  population.  You  say  roads  and 
bridges  will  be  upgraded;  and  overall,  you're  going  to  spend 
a  billion  dollars,  and  $63  million  will  go  to  the  private 
sector.  Housing  will  boom,  unemployment  will  go  down,  we' 11 
have  to  build-up  new  buildings  on  the  base  and  more  housing. 

I  heard  a  figure  of  $200,000  mentioned  that  was  given  to 


destruction  that  is  inherent  in  these  systems  removes  it  from 
any  practicality.  Thank  you. 

COLOrEL  BRISTOL:  Thank  you  sir.  Rebecca 

Dodge? 

MS.  PSBECCA  DODGE:  My  name  is  Rebecca  Dodge, 
and  I  don't  have  any  statistics  to  quote  and  I  don't  have  any 
organization  behind  vie  besides  the  public.  I  am  a  private 
citizen.  Z  thank  you  for  this  opportunity  to  let  my  views  be 
known.  I  would  rather  be  out  boating  with  my  family  today, 
but  instead  I’m  called  to  be  here. 

It  is  very  hard  for  me  to  understand  this  whole 
scenario.  I  love  my  State.  I  love  my  neighbors,  even  those 
who  disagree  with  me.  I  have  a  14-year-old  daughter  and  a 
7-year-old  son,  and  I  look  forward  to  my  children  enjoying 
this  State  the  same  way  I  do.  I  teach  25  second  graders  in 
East  Helena,  and  I  have  such  a  feeling  of  optimism  when  I 
teach  these  children.  It  is  so  dreary  for  me  to  have  to  come 
here  and  think  about  this  in  our  state  filled  with  missiles. 

No  matter  how  many  jobs  it  creates,  I  still  don't 
see  the  purpose.  I  would  like  to  have  some  of  your  money  for 
my  classroom.  My  plea  is  to  be  heard  as  a  private  citizen. 

I  ask  you  to  keep  those  missiles  out  of  my  State.  I  don't 
feel  safer  with  them.  On  the  contrary,  it  scares  me  beyond 
belief.  No  matter  how  colorful  your  illustrations,  and  no 
matter  how  technical  your  EIS,  I  know  in  my  heart  this  isn't. 
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COLONEL  BRISTOL t  This  i*  the  Co— tut  period. 
I’ll  give  you  a  chance;  but  I  want  to  get  all  of  the  comments 
out,  Kelly,  and  than  we’ll  be  addraaaing  It.  Okay?  Before 
we  leave,  he  will  addreaa.  I  want  to  let  your  fellow 
citisena  Mice  their  cements.  Thia  la  the  com ent  part.  The 
queation  part  la  finished. 

NS.  A.  N.  HOTLAMt  It's  "Hies.* 

COLONEL  BRISTOL:  Good  Horning. 

HS.  HOT LAN :  Bello.  I  represent  the  Montana 
Catholic  Conference.  The  greatest  environmental  impact  that 
we  can  see  is  not  what  will  happen  once  the  HidgetMn  Is  in 
use,  but  rather  what  is  happening  right  now,  or  what  ian't 
happening.  While  this  nation’s  defense  budget  continues  to 
enjoy  support  from  the  President's  administration,  the 
programs  designed  for  low- income  Americana  are  continually 
being  cut  back. 

To  bring  this  a  little  closer  to  home;  during  the 
first  week  of  operation  of  the  Helena  Pood  share. 
Incorporated,  they  fed  iftfi  people  through  their  food  basket 
distributions.  On  Monday  of  thia  week,  July  20th,  froa  12 
noon  until  3;  30  p.a.,  Helena  Pood  Share  had  31  requests  for 
food  baskets.  Plve  were  froa  single  people.  Twenty-six  of 
these  were  for  faailies. 

These  people  are  the  truly  needy  in  our  co— unity 
and  environment,  if  you  will.  I  ttondmr  bow  sany  food  baskets 
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tiae  and  our  aoney  on  thia  kind  of  a  futile  and  insane 
defense  systoa  which  is  not  a  defense  system  when  we  have 
people  going  hungry,  thousande  of  people  without  homes, 
actually  between  six  and  seven  alllion  people  living  without 
housing  at  this  day  and  age.  And  this  Is  the  direct  result 
of  the  impact  of  the  military  on  the  society  of  the  United 
States. 

We  have  some  concerns  also  with  the  fact  that  these 
systems  are  supposed  to  he  safe,  but  they  aren't  necessarily 
ao.  You're  putting  them  out  on  the  highways,  putting  them 
into  a  population  center  to  work  on  them;  and  considering  the 
history  of  the  military  procurement  system,  the  corruption 
wjthin  it,  we  feel  that  there  Is  no  real  safety  in  what  they 
are  producing  for  the  military  today.  We  have  too  many 
examplea  of  it  that  we  feel  we're  developing  a  dangerous 
system  in  thi6  State;  much  more  dangerous  than  those  of  the 
missiles  and  silos. 

we  are  primarily  interested  in  feeing  that  peace  is 
the  emphasis,  end  this  administration  seems  to  t-e  opposed  to 
any  development  that  will  reduce  the  tensions,  and  we  hope 
that  our  position  will  be  supported  by  enough  people  that  w* 
can  wipe  out  thi:-  whole  program.  Thank  you. 

COLONEL  BRISTOL:  Thank  you,  sir.  Alice 


NS.  ALICE  STANLEY:  I  just  have  four 
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thay  could  saki  with  $1  billion.  lM9ina  such  an 
environ— ntal  impact.  I'd  lika  to  conclude  with  a  few  quotes 
froa  tfaa  U.S.  Bishop's  Peace  Pastoral,  and  1  added  a  little 
phrase i  "As  Montanans  and  A— r leans,  c it i sens  of  the  nation 
which  was  first  to  produce  atomic  weapons,  which  has  been  the 
only  one  to  use  them,  and  which  today  is  one  of  the  handful 
of  nations  capable  of  decisively  influencing  tbs  course  of 
the  nuclear  age,  we  have  grave  human  moral  and  political 
responsibilities  to  see  that  a  conscious  choice  is  made  to 
nave  huMnity." 

As  the  United  States  Bishops  stated  in  1903  in 
their  pastoral  latter  on  war  and  peace,  "Removing  tha  nuclear 
threat  will  rsquira  major  affort  of  intelligence,  courage, 
and  fait:.,  we  believe  this  is  tha  greater  challenge."  As 
Pope  John  Paul  said  at  Hiroshima,  "Proa  now  on,  it  is  only 
through  a  conscious  choice  and  a  deliberate  policy  that 
humanity  can  survive."  Thank  you. 

COLONEL  BRISTOL:  Thank  you.  Chaster  Kinsey? 
Good  Horning,  sir. 

HR.  CHESTER  KINSEY i  Good  Horning,  Lieutenant 
—  or  Colonel,  excuse  — .  I'm  Chaster  Kinsey,  K-i-n-s-e-y. 
I'm  a  member  of  tha  Montana  Low  Income  Coalition,  have  been 


for  many  years,  three  now;  and 


ry  concerned  with 


what’s  happening  in  thia  military  exercise  you're  putting  on. 
Ne  feel  that  it  la  a  huge  disservice  to  the  country  to  spend 
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coa— nts.  The  water  supply  system  in  cent ral-Hontana  is 
stressed  now,  and  I  suspect  that  water  requirements, 
construction,  and  operation  of  the  program  will  stress  it 
even  further.  We’re  currently  —  the  State  is  currently 
reviewing  water  rights  throughout  the  State,  and  my 
recommendation  to  you  is  that  you  should  wait  until  Montana 
completes  it’s  adjudication  of  water  rights  in  the  Missouri 
River  Basin  before  you  can  adequately  assess  the  impact  on 
water  availability  in  the  basin. 

My  second  co— ent  is  that  I  believe  that  the 
turbidity  of  the  surface  water  is  going  to  be  affected  more 
than  the  Els  states,  and  that  will  be  the  result  of  changing 
the  integrity  of  the  channel,  the  stream  channels,  when  you 
build  roads  and  bridges.  As  Dr.  Kramer  probably  knows,  if 
you  change  the  integrity  of  the  stream  channel,  the  stream 
tries  to  regain  its  equilibrium  by  scouring  the  bank  and  the 
bed,  and  that  will  increase  the  sedime nt  concentration  In  the 


This  is  very  important  in  Montana  that  w«  don't  do 
that.  We  have  lots  of  good  fishing.  So  I  recommend  that 
during  the  road  and  bridge  construction,  if  you  ever  get  to 
that,  that  the  r-tieam  channel  Integrity  muct  be  maintained. 

My  third  point  is  that  I  reco— end  that  in  your 
final  E1S  that  you  expend  your  safety  section  to  include  a 
lot  mote  scenarios  than  you  have. 
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1 

And  my  fourth  point  is  I  just  want  to  record  ay 

2 

frustration  with  the  limited  scope  of  the  EIS  in  not 

3 

assessing  the  impact  of  elevating  central-Montana  to  a 

4 

higher-priority  target  area  for  incoaing  attack. 

5 

COLONEL  BRISTOL:  Thank  you,  ma'am.  Kathy 

6 

Hellard? 

7 

MS.  KATHY  HELL AMD:  For  the  record,  that's 

8 

H-e-l-l-a-n-d.  I  mode  a  visual  aide  —  not  quite  as  good  as 

9 

Col.  Walsh's.  I'll  hold  it  up.  I  first  just  want  to  ask  a 

10 

question  that  I'd  like  to  see  studied  in  the  EIS  that  wasn't. 

11 

and  then  I'll  go  into  my  last  comments.  That  is,  I  didn't 

12 

cee  studied  in  there  the  effects  of  both  the  deployment  of  MX 

13 

Rail  Base  and  also  the  Midgetman  on  our  blossoming  tourist 

14 

industry.  I  can't  imagine  that  people  would  want  to  come  or 

15 

vacation  close  to  the  missiles;  but  I  didn't  see  that 

16 

addressed  and  I  think  that's  an  economic  concern. 

17 

To  start,  I  just  want  to  say  that  I  never  thought  1 

IB 

would  agree  with  the  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense,  Richard 

19 

Pearl,  when  he  said  that,  "The  Midgetman  is  terribly 

20 

ineffective.  There  is  no  good  reason  for  doing  it."  1  think 

21 

that's  a  very  important  point  to  keep  in  mind. 

22 

I've  gone  to  numerous  hearings  around  the  State  and 

23 

have  heard  Lt.  Col.  Walsh  make  his  presentation,  and  I  mur.L 

24 

say  he's  very  good  at  his  job.  He's  very  good.  But  what  has 

25 

been  asked  of  us  is  that  we're  asked  to  look  logicalty  at  a 
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1 

sitting  here  during  the  course  of  this  hearing,  which  is 

2 

three  hours,  we  will  have  6pent  $123  million  on  our  military. 

3 

Thank  you. 

4 

COLONEL  BRISTOL:  Thank  you.  Frank 

5 

Kromkowski . 

6 

MR.  FRANK  KPOMKOWSKI:  My  name  it  Frank 

7 

Kromkowski,  and  I'm  the  Peace  With  Justice  coordinator  for 

8 

the  Yellowstone  Conference  of  the  United  Methodist  Church.  I 

9 

want  to  first  report  that  at  our  June  1987  annual  conference. 

10 

the  Yellowstone  Conference  of  the  Methodist  Church,  which 

11 

represents  all  of  Montana  and  parts  of  Idaho  and  parts  of 

12 

Wyoming,  overwhelmingly  voted  the  resolution  to  oppose  the 

13 

deployment  of  the  Midgetman  missile  in  Montana  and  the  MX 

14 

missile  since  that  has  also  been  thrown  into  the  equation 

15 

recently. 

16 

I  would  like  to  explain  the  background  of  that 

17 

opposition  and  make  a  point  about  some  inadequacies  in  the 

18 

frame  work  of  the  Environmental  Impact  Statement,  suggest  and 

19 

request  that  methodology  for  the  final  draft  be  employed  that 

20 

addresses  these  issues. 

21 

The  statement,  or  resolution,  parsed  by  the 

22 

June  '87  Yellowstone  Cmference  opposing  the  Kidgetnan 

23 

Missile  referred  back  to  a  1986  document  put  together  by 

24 

United  Methodist  Council  of  Bishops  in  which  the  Council  of 

25 

Bishops  not  only  indicated  that  the  >.cc  of  nuclear  weapon'. 
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system  that’s  very  illogical.  Me* re  talking  about  a  Bard 
Mobile  Launcher  that  is  105-feet  long  and  weighs  over  200,000 
pound n  on  our  farm  and  ranch  lands.  And  I  don't  think  we  can 
sit  here  and  say,  "What  will  the  effect  of  that  be?"  we're 
talking  about  prairie  land,  and  it's  very  fragile.  I  haven't 
6een  that  addressed. 

What's  been  happening  is  we  a6k  a  question  and  it 
gets  answered,  and  what  you  say  is  that  you’ll  take  care  of 
it  and  there  will  be  no  lapact;  and  I  must  say,  as  many  other 
people  stated:  I  don't  feel  comfortable  with  that  answer. 

We've  never  deployed  a  mobile  missile  system  in 
this  country.  We’re  not  hearing  specifics  on  the  movement 
and  we're  not  hearing  specifics  on  what's  going  to  happen  if 
this  accidentally  roans  our  land  without  being  launched;  and 
like  has  been  mentioned,  we  haven't  heard  what  will  happen  if 
it  does  launch. 

1  assert  that  you  don't  know  all  the  answers  and 
you  can't  really  give  us  any  guarantees.  Z  think  that  if 
deployed,  Montana  and  its  citixens  will  be  your  guinea  pig  in 
the  United  States,  and  that  makes  ae  very  angry.  I  night  add 
that  this  is  a  very  expensive  guinea  pig.  At  $50  billion, 
many  people  have  stated  we  could  do  lots  of  other  things  with 
that  aoney. 

In  1986,  the  ailltary  spent  $1  billion  a  day,  $141 
Billion  an  hour,  and  $700,000  a  ainute.  While  we  will  be 
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as  the  Catholic  Bishops  had,  would  be  iaaoral  under  any 
circuastances,  but  the  United  Methodist  Bishops  also 
indicated  that  even  the  justification  —  so-called 
justification  —  for  the  possession  of  nuclear  weapons  as 
deterrence  is  also  unjustifiable;  and  as  Col.  Walsh  stated 
very  clearly,  the  rationale  for  Midgetaan,  part  of  the 
rationale  for  Midgetaan,  is  that  it  will  siiehow  increase  our 
deterrence. 

The  position  of  the  United  Methodist  Council  of 
Bishops,  and.  specifically,  the  Yellowstone  Conference,  Is 
that  we  reject  that  as  a  fundaaentally  flawed  aoral  analysis; 
that  justification  is  not  acceptable  to  us,  and  we  will  work 
in  any  way  to  aake  sure  that  this  aissile  is  not  placed  in 
Montana. 

The  basis  for  that  stateaent  --  of  staking  a 
statement  about  nuclear  deterrence  is  that  aay  be  the  case 
that  you  have  been  instructed  by  Congress,  by  its  Senate,  to 
linit  yourselves  to  an  analysis  of  certain  kinds  of  peacetiae 
deployment.  That  is  not  acceptable  methodology  for  the 
Methodist  Bishops,  or  for  us  as  United  Methodists  in  Montana. 
It’s  simply  inadequate,  totally  inadequate. 

The  United  Methodist  Bishops  made  a  statement  on 
nuclear  deterrence.  "Nuclear  deterrence."  they  say,  "has  too 
long  been  reverenced  as  the  idol  of  national  security.  In 
its  most  idolatrous  forms,  it  has  blinded  its  proponents 
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to  th*  many-sided  requirement*  of  genuine  security.  There 
can  be  no  unilateral  security  In  a  nuclear  age.  Security 
require*  economic  strength  and  stability,  environment  and 
public  health,  educational  quality,  social  veil -being,  public 
confidence  and  local  cooperation.* 

What  they're  aaying  is  that  in  an  analysis  of  what 
is  really  going  to  happen  with  the  placement  of  a  system  such 
as  this,  we  cannot  limit  ourselves  to  simply  an  analysis  of 
what  would  happen  if  we  were  to  place  this  missile  system  in 
Montana.  What  I'm  saying  is  that  I  want  to  ask  in  the  final 
report  that  another  methodology,  in  fact,  be  used  to  assess 
the  genuine  impact  of  deploying  this  system  apart  from  the 
fact  that  this  is  a  weapon  of  mass  destruction.  1  mean,  we 
all  recognise  that.  If  it  ever  is  used,  there's  no  doubt 
about  that  impact.  That  isn't  mentioned. 

I  would  say  in  terms  of  jobs  and  employment,  the 
Draft  Impact  Statement  seems  to  give  us  some  notion  that 
there  will  be  a  certain  number  of  jobs  that  will  benefit  in 
some  way.  Or  there  will  be  some  temporary  character  to  that. 

In  the  final  statement,  whet  X  would  like  the 
commission  to  actually  deal  with  would  be  what  kinds  of  jobs 
would  actually  be  created  if  we  took  the  money  that 
supposedly  is  going  into  these  jobs  *•' re  supposed  to  be 
grateful  for,  into  long-term  jobs  for  Montana  citizens  who 
are  out  of  employment.  It  is  the  point  of  the  United 
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services  and  show  how,  in  fact,  those  issues  would  be 
addressed  by  an  equivalent  amount  of  money  that  goes  into 
human  services  and  public  services  as  opposed  to  the 
Midgetman  Missile.  Only  in  that  way  would  we  be  satisfied 
that  the  methodology  is  the  real  one  that  shows  us  the  real 
impacts. 

COLONEL  BRISTOL:  Thank  you.  Judge  Morrison. 
I'm  sorry,  I  didn't  know  you  ware  a  judge  or  I  would  have 
addressed  you  in  that  respect  earlier  —  or  ex- judge.  I 
think  w«  remember  ex-judges  as  judges. 

MR.  PRANK  MORRISOW,  SR i  Thank  you  very  much. 
I'm  sorry  if  there's  a  little  confusion  here.  The  judge  is 
my  son,  not  me.  However,  I  have  had  eh#  responsibi 1 i ty  of 
being  chief  executive  of  the  State  where  the  headquarters  of 
the  Strategic  Air  Command  i*  located.  I'm  not  a  military 
authority.  The  highest  rank  I've  ever  had  was  that  of  riret 
Lieutenant;  so  2  defer  to  Major  Van  Ness.  But  with  reference 
to  the  interpretation  of  the  Eighth  Circuit  Court  opinion,  1 
will  say  this;  I  think  if  you  took  ten  lawyers  and  put  them 
in  a  room  and  asked  them  for  an  opinion  on  any  given  subject, 
you  would  come  up  with  at  leaat  twelve  answers. 

I  would  like  to  telk  not  only  ss  sn  Individual, 
perhaps,  but  as  a  member  and  representative  of  the  Lawyers' 
Alliance  for  Nuclear  Arms  Control.  I  think  the  greatest 
military  authority  in  the  history  of  this  country  was  Douglas 
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Methodist  Church,  jobs  for  those  people  who  are  currently 
unemployed  and  currently,  by  our  lmgialeture,  being 
threatened  with  a  Constitutional  change  to  take  away  tbeir 
rights  to  assistance  from  the  State. 

The  reel  impact  we  would  like  to  know  about  la  if 
you  took  the  seme  amount  of  money  you  say  is  going  to  go  into 
jobs  and  put  it  into  other  kind*  of  jobs:  educational  jobs 
for  teachers,  other  kinds  of  construction  jobs,  jobs  for 
health  care  workers,  bow  many  jobs  then  would  be  created,  and 
let's  compare  those,  and  I  think  we’ll  see  that  it  will  be  a 
significant  difference;  that  we're  being  cheated  by  the  kinds 
of  jobe  we're  supposedly  getting  from  the  Midgetman  Missile. 

In  terms  of  human  services  — 

COLOMEL  BRISTOL:  Sir,  your  tine  is  expired, 
and  X  have  six  of  these  to  go,  so  if  you  could  summarise  and 
submit  the  balance. 

HR.  KROMKOVSKIi  In  terms  of  human  services, 
we  bave  domestic  violence  programs  and  shelters  for  abused 
women.  Me  have  children  being  abused.  Me  have  emotionally 
disturbed  children  who  cannot  be  placed  in  treatment  beesuae 
our  State  does  not  bave  the  money.  Me  have  people  end 
children  needing  drug  abuse  treatment.  Me  have  low-income 
people  being  required  to  live  at  levels  of  general  assistance 
which  are  totally  inadequate. 

I'd  like  you  to  look  at  those  Issues  in  human 
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MacArthur,  and  be  said  that  nuclear  weapons  have  made  war 
obsolete  as  an  instrument  of  national  policy.  And  l  believe 
that. 

And  1  believe  any  use  by  a  nuclear  weapon  would 
result  in  the  ultimate  environmental  disaster,  and  a  result 
you  can’t  contemplate.  I  believe  MacArthur  was  right  when  he 
said  that  nuclear  weapons  are  not  weapons  of  defense,  but 
they  contain  within  themselves  th#  elements  of  mutual 
suicide. 

I'll  be  talking  to  the  Congress;  and  I  appreciate 
the  limitations  of  your  scope,  and  I  didn't  intend  to  get 
into  what  Major  Van  Mesa  opened  up  here  with  reference  to  the 
spirit  of  dead  Indians,  but  wbat  I'm  primarily  concerned  with 
is  the  attitude  and  the  spirit  of  the  young  people  In  the 
grade  schools  of  th#  State  of  Montana  and  what  their  spirit 
la.  Most  of  them  think  that  w«  have  so  mismanaged  our 
conduct  that  they  aren't  even  going  to  live  out  their  life 
time,  and  that  bothers  me. 

ny  chief  authority  on  these  nuclear  weapons  in  the 
State  of  Montana  is  Col.  Don  Clark,  retired,  who  the  Air 
Tore*  trained  as  an  authority  on  strategic  nuclear  weapons. 

He  was  an  advisor  to  th*  joint  chiefs  during  th*  ^ALT  talk 
negotiations.  I  spent  a  lot  of  time  with  him,  and  he  was 
prepared  to  testify  in  the  case  of  th#  united  States  Acalnst 
Codier  that  every  single  nuclear  Installation  in  the  state  of 
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1 

Montana  was  not  an  instrument  of  defense,  but  created  an 

1 

possible  deterrent,  and  1  percent  of  what  we  new  have  would 

2 

additional  risk  to  *  <e  people  of  this  State;  and  that’s  what 

2 

completely  destroy  the  Soviet  Onion  as  a  viable  society. 

3 

Col.  Clark  cays,  and  the  Air  Force  trained  him  13  an  expert 

3 

These  are  the  things  that  bother  me;  and,  to  me. 

4 

on  strategic  nuclear  weapons,  and  this  bothers  ate. 

4 

the  things  we  should  ultimately  be  concerned  about,  and  I'd 

5 

1  suspect  that  it  way  bother  you,  and  I’m  sorry 

5 

like  that  on  a  public  record.  I’m  not  here  as  a  judge, 

6 

that  you  are  United.  I  was  an  attorney  for  the  Episcopal 

6 

though  my  son  has  acted  in  that  capacity  in  this  State.  But 

7 

Bishop  of  Wyoming,  Western  Solidarity,  and  some  of  the  people 

7 

I  revere  this  country  and  what  it  stands  for,  and  I  think 

a 

that  were  involved  in  that  litigation  and  apparently  it's 

8 

we've  got  to  have  some  alternative  to  nuclear  weapons.  Thank 

9 

going  to  be  tried  some  day;  but  let's  not  get  our  eye  off  of 

you. 

10 

the  ultimate  problem  here,  and  that  is  what  is  the 

10 

COLONEL  BRISTOL:  Thank  you,  sir.  Stephen 

u 

environmental  impact  of  the  discharge  of  one  of  those  nuclear 

Haly. 

12 

weapons?  It  means  a  destruction  of  ourselves,  the 

12 

MR.  MALY:  It's  not  fair  to  have  to  follow 

13 

destruction  of  the  environment  necessary  for  human 

13 

Mr.  Morrison.  Be  just  about  said  it  all.  First  of  all,  I 

14 

inhabitants  on  this  earth. 

14 

remember  when  Hidgetman  appealed  to  my  sense  of  the  future 

15 

I  don't  Claim  to  be  an  authority  or  a  religious 

15 

and  some  sort  of  faith  in  deterrence,  that  sort  of  thing. 

16 

man,  but  there  Is  one  thing  that  I  believe,  that  we  as  people 

16 

That '8  gone  away,  and  it's  apparent  to  me  that  anybody  else 

17 

are  partners  with  a  devine  architect  of  thi6  universe  in 

17 

who  might  —  at  least  in  the  crowd  --  who  night  have  thought 

18 

protecting  our  environment  for  the  use  of  those  that  follow 

18 

Hidgetman  was  a  reasonable  step  toward  eventual  arms  control 

19 

us,  and  we  cannot  even  contemplate  the  use  of  a  nuclear 

19 

and  disarmament,  has  lost  that.  At  least,  I  know  I  have. 

20 

weapon  without  risking  that  environment  for  ourselves  and 

20 

I  think  it's  a  dumb  idea,  and  I  have  more  faith 

21 

everybody  that  follows  us.  That's  the  ultimate  environmental 

21 

than  ever,  as  a  consequence  of  today  and  previous  hearings 

22 

impact  that  I'm  concerned  about. 

22 

and  what  I've  heard  from  officials  in  the  Air  Force,  that 

23 

Getting  back  to  Col.  Clark  who  le  an  expert;  he 

23 

we're  not  going  tc  buy  the  system.  It's  still  a  useful 

24 

said  1  percent  of  what  we  now  have  in  our  nuclear  arson. 

24 

exercise,  but  we're  going  to  dump  this,  and  the  sooner  the 

25 

without  this  Hidgetman  or  any  other  system,  could  serve  any 

25 

better.  I  understand  the  decision  rests  with  Congress,  and 
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1 

we  have  ©  responsibility  to  let  them  know  how  we  feel. 

1 

diversification.  We  need  something  nonmilitary  that 

2 

Getting  back  to  the  environmental  Impact,  it's  hard 

2 

generates  long-term  jobs. 

3 

not  to  be  repetitive  of  things  that  have  already  been  said 

3 

Finally,  to  just  add  to  the  momentum  regarding  the 

4 

and  said  quite  well.  My  major  consideration  in  reading  the 

4 

limited  scope,  the  commentary  on  the  limited  scope  of  the 

5 

document  was  in  the  area  of  transportation,  and  that  I  think 

5 

EIS,  I  appreciate  the  limitations,  and  I  read  the  disclaimer. 

6 

I'm  getting  a  very  clear  picture  that,  as  was  mentioned 

6 

or  whatever  we  call  it.  in  the  fcont  that  Congress  is 

7 

before,  tourists  are  not  going  to  like  what’s  going  on  here. 

7 

mandating.  In  my  mind,  accidental  launches  ought  to  be  — 

8 

It '8  not  going  to  attract  them;  and  some  of  the  major 

? 

teasonably  ought  to  be  considered  as  a  peacetime  deployment 

9 

highways  and  byways  that  connect  this  State  to  country  tc-  the 

9 

possibility.  I  mean,  we  don't  launch  accidentally  in  war. 

10 

north,  Canada,  will  be  imparted,  I  expect  there  will  be  — 

10 

It's  a  peacetime  event.  This  Is  the  way  1  understand  the 

11 

we'll  see  fewer  Canadians  coming  to  Montana  and  through 

11 

court  decision  is  that  the  higher  court  viewed  thir  as  a 

12 

Montana, 

12 

reasonable  thing  to  investigate.  I  loct  my  final  point  heie. 

13 

I  also  anticipate  disruption  of  a  very  Jmportanl 

13 

So  It's  gone  forever. 

14 

business,  commercial  traffic  between  major  commercial  centers 

14 

COLONEL  BRISTOL:  Not  forever.  You  have  until 

15 

in  the  State:  Billings,  Great  Falls,  Helena,  Bozeman, 

15 

the  21st  of  August. 

16 

Lewistown,  and  that  this  is  going  to  have  a  hard-to-measure. 

16 

MR.  MALY:  Anyway,  I,  too,  appreciate  this 

17 

but  very  setiouc,  impact  on  our  hopes  for  economic 

17 

opportunity.  X  think  thi6  kind  of  theater  demonstrates 

18 

development,  and  more  importantly,  for  economic 

18 

something  very  important  about  our  country  and  the  rights  of 

19 

di versi ( i cation. 

19 

Americans  to  voice  their  opinions,  and  I'll  just  reiterate 

20 

We're  not  going  to  be  able  to  attract  the  fcusinerr 

20 

that  I  think  the  American  people,  the  Mr  Force,  the  Congress 

21 

investment  that  the  Stote  officials  are  working  liud  to  got 

21 

are  going  to  decide  pretty  soon  that  the  Hidgetman  is  not  in 

22 

if  they  know  people  with  the  money  who  may  want  to  come  lo 

22 

the  national  interest,  and  then  we  can  worry  about  better 

23 

Montana  aie  going  to  look  at  wha  'o  going  on,  all  the 

23 

t  Lings. 

?4 

construction  activity,  the  riffc  factors,  and  roy.  "Hey,  we'll 

24 

COLONEL  BRISTOL:  Thank  you.  Jim  Senkler. 

25 

go  somev'hfie  else,"  and  that  bothers  me  because  we  need 

25 

HP.  SENKLFP:  Maybe  I  misunderstood  you, 
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Colonel,  at  the  beginning  of  the  neeting  when  you  said  that 

2 

this  will  be  also  an  opportunity  to  ask  questions  that  were 

3 

naybe  e  little  note  leading  or  a  little  nore  statenent-llke, 

4 

and  w«  could  expect  responses  to  those  also. 

3 

COLONEL  BRISTOL)  You  will  get  responses,  and 

6 

I  intend  to  see  —  Even  though  it  wae  somewhat  rhetorically 

7 

posed,  I  get  the  gist  of  Hr.  Hencx'a  question  —  Hr.  Smith's 

8 

question  —  and  I'n  going  to  give  the  panel  an  opportunity  to 

9 

answer  it.  The  idee  why,  given  whet  we  have  already,  do  we 

10 

need  conething  more)  I  intend  to  give  the  panel  the 

11 

opportunity  to  answer  that  quaation. 

12 

HR.  SEMRLBR:  I  guess  ny  problem  with  that  is 

13 

it  doesn't  allow  much  chance  for  dialogue  on  that  basis. 

14 

When  he  gets  his  response,  and  when  I  would  like  a  response. 

IS 

then  I  can't,  in  turn,  rsapond. 

16 

COLONEL  BRISTOL:  Do  you  have  something 

17 

further  you  want  to  say  now?  I've  got  two  of  these  left,  and 

18 

then  we'll  use  the  tie#  that  renaina  as  best  we  can  to  have 

19 

aone  kind  of  a  dialogue.  That's  what  we  want  to  do. 

20 

NR.  SEMRLER:  Okay.  Thank  you.  rirst  of  all. 

21 

I  wane  to  say  that  I  very  clearly  oppose  this  Nidgetnan. 

22 

This  is  a  waste  of  noney.  1  think  Prank  Kronkowski  said  it 

23 

best,  the  point  that  I  want  to  make.  I  think  it's  important 

24 

that  we  include  in  this  analysis  the  effects  of  a  No-Action 

25 

Alternative,  but  it's  a  different  No-Action  Alternative. 
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1 

COLONEL  BRISTOL)  If  they  are  questions,  they 

2 

will  be  addressed.  If  they  are  consent  expressing  an 

3 

opposing  point  of  view,  they  would  only  be  addressed  if  they 

4 

Introduced  sons  new  elencnt  into  the  opposition,  if  you  will. 

5 

If  it's  a  counter statement  to  what's  containad  in  the  EIS, 

6 

then  there's  not  going  to  be  any  further  rebuttal. 

7 

NR.  8ENRLER)  Since  there  are  no  policy 

• 

statenents  in  the  EIS,  any  statenent  that's  being  made  on 

9 

that  level  would  not  have  been  addressed  at  this  point? 

10 

COLONEL  BR18TOL)  I’n  going  to  direct  that  to 

11 

Col.  Walsh.  I  nay  have  misspoken  here. 

12 

LT.  COLONEL  WALSH i  Any  question  that  you  have 

13 

raised  in  regsrds  to  the  policy  of  the  United  States,  whether 

14 

policy  of  deterrence,  the  atns  negotiations  or  in  that  area. 

15 

I  believe  that's  what  you  were  leading  toward.  If  you  raised 

16 

an  issue  on  that,  an  appropriata  response  will  be  made  in  the 

17 

final  EIS. 

18 

Basically,  the  approach  we  take  is  to  analyse  the 

19 

consents  nade  here  today.  We  analyse  all  the  letters  that  we 

20 

receive  and  we  try  to  identify  issues,  specific  issues  thst 

21 

are  raised,  and  then  for  each  one  of  those  issues  that  are 

22 

raised,  we  will  have  a  response.  Bom*  of  the  responses  stay 

23 

be i  aYes,  we  sgree  with  that,”  and  we  will  adjust  the  EIS  to 

24 

reflect  that  new  perspective.  On  others,  there  nay  be  a 

25 

question  of  national  policy.  We  will  explain  our  national 
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That  is  sn  action  that  we  can  also  spend  this  »on«y  in  otbar 
ways  than  in  building  Nidgetnan.  What  would  that  i^act  be 
on  Montana? 

If  wa  spant  MS  billion,  or  an  average  of  MS 
nil lion  a  year  over  those  15  years,  God,  it's  sealing  what 
could  happen  that  would  be  useful  to  us  instead  of  putting 
weapons  in  a  hole  or  in  an  igloo,  or  whatever.  There '*  got 
to  be  better  use  of  that  money.  1  would  suggest  that  that  is 
a  significant  inpact,  and  that  that  should  be  addressed  in 
the  418. 

When  I  was  here,  whenever  it  was  that  they  had  the 
original  scoping  bearings,  I  asked  if  there  would  be  an 
opportunity  to  —  if  policy  questions  would  be  addressed.  I 
understood  that  any  question  that  I  asked  or  posed  from  wher 
1  talked  and  asked  Col.  Walsh,  that  they  would  be  addressed. 
Bas  that  changed  now? 

LT.  COLONEL  WALSH*  That's  correct. 

COLONEL  BRISTOL i  Tou're  correct.  If  it's 
germane  to  tha  proposal  or  if  it's  an  anticipated  inpact,  and 
it's  a  pertinent  question,  it  will  either  be  anewered  today 
or  answered  for  the  record. 

KR.  SBNKLERt  So  eny  of  the  contntt  that  have 
been  nade  today  relative  to  policy  saying  that  they  don't 
like  this  will  be  addressed  in  the  statenent,  in  the  final) 
la  that  correct? 
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policy  and  its  effect.  If  it  wes  a  position  that  you  provide 
that  you  are  against  a  Snail  ZCBN,  it  would  be  noted. 

NR.  SENKLERi  And  not  responded  to? 

COLONEL  BRISTOL i  There  is  no  response  if  you 
cone  and  sayi  M  u  against  the  syeten.”  we  would  note 
that.  If  you  ask  a  question  that  would  lnply  a  change  of 
policy,  then  we  would  reepond  to  that. 

NR.  5KNXLSR;  I  guess  pert  of  ny  concern  is  I 

suspect  noat  of  the  conaente  or  a  lot  of  these  coanents  would 

have  been  put  in  the  torn  of  questlone  had  they  known  that 

\ 

that  was  —  And  I  understand  there  is  still  opportunity  to 
Subnit  then  in  that  forn.  So  nay be  in  your  consideration  of 
noting  it,  that  naybe  these  things  would  have  been  addressed 
ss  questions. 

In  what  forn  will  the  response  take  place?  Will  It 
be  in  the  final  draft  or  In  the  final  version  of  the  EIS,  or 
how  will  that  take  place? 

LT.  COLONEL  WALSH :  In  the  final  EIS,  «e  will 
identify  all  the  iesuea  that  are  raised,  and  we  will  have, 
across  fro*  that  issue,  what  the  Air  Tore#  response  is  or 
what  the  Air  Torce  action  waa  subsequent  to  reviewing  that 
issue  that  waa  raised.  That  will  becone  a  part  of  the  final 
EIS. 

NR.  SEMRLER:  I  guess  pert  of  ny  concern  here 
Is  that  it  kind  of  cuts  the  process  off.  We  get  ycur 
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1 

response,  but  w*  don’t  get  another  chance  to  — 

1 

will  reiterate.  It  has  something  applicable  to  the  question 

2 

COLONEL  BRISTOL:  Yes,  you  do.  You  get  the 

2 

being  raised. 

3 

final  EIS.  The  process  isn't  over.  It  has  to  go  from  there 

3 

In  the  Scowcroft  Commission's  review  of  the  entire 

4 

as  a  package  up  through  Air  Force  channels  to  Congress,  and 

4 

needs  of  the  United  States  gover meant  with  respect  to 

5 

you  have  channels  through  your  members  of  Congress,  so  — 

5 

strategic  weapons,  we  identified  the  Smell  JCB*  for  the 

6 

MR.  SENKLER :  But  we  won't  have  another  public 

6 

future,  for  the  year  2000  end  beyond,  end  that's  whet  this 

7 

hearing? 

7 

system  is  being  developed  for.  The  present  system  that  we 

8 

COLONEL  BRISTOL:  That  is  correct. 

a 

have  was  built  in  the  1950 's,  and  probably  in  the  next  couple 

9 

MR.  SENKLER:  I  have  problems  with  that,  and  I 

9 

of  years,  or  next  decade,  will  eventually  be  phased  out. 

10 

think  that  should  be  changed.  I  suppose  that's  on  the 

10 

We're  looking  at  e  system  that  incorporates  the  latest 

a 

Congressional  level,  but  whatever.  I  guess  the  main  point  I 

11 

technology  that  will  continue  to  provide  deterrence  for  the 

12 

want  to  make  and  want  you  to  address  in  the  EIS  is  thiB 

12 

future.  That's  the  first  answer. 

13 

No-Action  Alternative  which  would,  in  turn,  put  the  money 

13 

The  second  answer,  I  think,  would  be  more  pleasing 

14 

back  into  the  economy  of  Montana  in  a  different  form,  not 

14 

to  those  people  that  are  listening  today.  First  of  sll,  let 

15 

toward  building  the  Midgetman  Missile. 

15 

me  describe  what  has  happened  in  Europe  with  respect  to 

16 

COLONEL  BRISTOL:  Thank  you,  sir.  D.  D. 

16 

intermediate  missiles.  There  was  some  controversy  some  years 

17 

Dowden,  D-o-w-d-e-n.  Did  I  call  that  name  before  and  get  no 

17 

ago  when  the  United  States,  in  conjunction  with  its  NATO 

18 

response?  We're  down  to  you,  sir#  Mr.  Hencz. 

18 

allies,  decided  to  go  ahead  with  the  deployment  of 

19 

I'm  going  to  give  Col.  Walsh  an  opportunity  to 

19 

intermediate  missiles.  This  was  in  response  to  a  plan  —  a 

20 

answer  the  question  which,  I  believe,  was:  How  much  is 

20 

similar-type  plan  by  the  Soviet  Onion.  However,  after  the 

21 

enough?  Or  paraphrased:  Why,  given  the  existing  system  that 

21 

NATO  countries  chi  to  resolve  and  initiate  the  deployment 

22 

we  have,  do  we  need  to  have  the  Midgetman  over  and  above  the 

of  such  s  system,  suddenly  the  Soviet  Onion  changed  their 

23 

existing  system?  Col.  Walsh. 

23 

negotiating  stance  at  Geneva.  And  now  we  have  a  reasonable 

24 

LT.  COLONEL  WALSH:  I’d  like  to  actually  give 

24 

opportunity  to  actually  eliminate  those  weapons  from  the 

25 

you  two  answers;  one  of  which  I've  already  given  earlier,  but 

25 

European  theatre. 
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Likewise,  the  Scovcroft  CouDission,  and,  likewise. 
President  Reagan  and,  indeed,  that  of  Congress  that  by 
showing  the  resolve  to  deploy  the  Snail  I  CBM,  to  deploy  the 
Peacekeeper,  that  it  nay  entice  the  Soviet  Onion  to  cone  to 
the  negotiating  table  and  eventually  continue  the  elimination 
of  nuclear  weapons,  then  starting  on  intercontinental 
ballistic  missiles.  Thank  you. 

UNIDENTIFIED  GENTLEMAN:  Is  the  comment  period 


over? 


COLONEL  BRISTOL:  We  have  eight  more  minutes 
of  the  hearing  portion  of  the  comment  period,  and  I'll  be 
happy  to  receive  any  additional  comments  now.  And,  of 
course,  the  comment  period  for  this  EIS  continues  until  the 
21st  of  August. 

UNIDENTIFIED  GENTLEMAN:  Thank  you.  Colonel. 

COLONEL  BRISTOL:  Would  you  state  your  name. 


please? 

UNIDENTIFIED  GENTLEMAN:  I’m  getting  to  that, 
sir.  As  a  matter  of  principle,  I  would  like  to  remain 
anonymous,  and  the  reason  is  that  one  of  the  bitter  fruits  of 
this  administration's  foreign  policy  is  that  we  have  El 
Salvador  and  terrorist  squads  operating  in  Los  Angeles, 
California.  I  mean,  you  can  have  my  name,  if  you  want  it, 
but  I  believe,  as  a  matter  of  principle,  an  American  should 
be  able  to  come  to  his  government  without  having  to  identify 
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himself. 

COLONEL  BRISTOL:  If  you  wish  to  remain 
anonymous,  you  may  remain  anonymous. 

UNIDENTIFIED  GENTLEMAN:  Thank  you  very  much. 

I  think  everything  has  been  said  here.  I  haven't  studied  the 
issues  very  well,  but  I  think  everything  that  has  been  said 
here,  I  support. 

1  would  like  to  emphasize  the  fact  that  you  are 
casting  your  net  much  too  narrowly  as  far  as  the 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  goes.  For  every  one  of  the 
200  Midgetman  missiles,  I  expect  each  one  has  a  plutonium 
trigger.  That  trigger  is  probably  manufactured  in  a  POD 
plant,  possibly  Rocky  Flats  in  California. 

The  materials  have  to  be  generated  in  some  reactoi . 
They  have  to  be  transported  to  the  factory.  They  have  to  be 
transported  from  the  factory  to  wherever  missiles  are 
assembled.  These  environmental  costs  should  be  figured  into 
the  EIS  on  this  issue,  I  believe,  because  we  don’t  get  an 
accurate  picture  of  the  co6t  In  terms  of  the  environment 
unless  we  do  cast  our  nets  more  broadly.  That '6  one  point. 

The  other  point  i6  that  I  think  that  Lt .  Col. 

Walsh,  with  all  due  respect,  sir,  that  the  idea  of  the 
limited,  possibly  strategical,  strike  on  Malmstrom  or  some 
fixed  sited  missiles,  which  is  possibly  a  possibility,  and  I 
think  ycu«  argument  was  that  having  missiles  spread  out  would 
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hav«  a  deterrent  effect  on  such  a  strike.  My  feeling  la  that 
while  it  night  deter  such  a  atrika.  it  Slight  encourage  a  much 
lacgar  strike.  Thank  you  vary  nuch. 

COLONEL  BRISTOL:  Thank  you,  air.  Plaaaa  coaa 
forward.  I  night  just  nota  that  ona  of  tha  reasons  why  we 
like  to  get  tha  names  and  addrecsea  of  thoae  who  participate 
la  that  sonatinas  tha  constants  that  are  made,  such  as  those 
you  juat  made,  warrant  coning  back  and  having  sons  further 
dialogue  outside  the  context  of  these  hearings;  and  it  is 
rather  difficult  to  run  down  —  it's  hard  enough  with  the 
phone  book  sonatinas  —  it's  always  rather  difficult  when  one 
doesn't  have  a  nane.  But  that's  part  of  the  rationale  for 
the  nana  request. 

Yes,  ma'am- 

MS.  GRETCHEN  GRAHAM:  My  nane  is  Gretchen 
Graham,  and  I  represent  myself*  but  1  do  also  work  for 
Historical  Preservation,  who  I  an  not  actually  representing; 
but  1  spend  40  hours  a  weak  around  people  who  just  work  their 
hearts  out  to  save  our  State,  and  to  save  our  resources;  and 
I  spend  ny  other  two  days  flyfishing.  1  Just  really  love 
Montana,  and  I  beg  you  not  to  do  this  to  our  State. 

Also,  a  specific  point;  1  an  around  a  lot  of  EIS 
statements  with  my  work;  and  with  these  Indian  burials,  we 
work  with  the  tribes  a  lot,  and  it's  really  no  small  issue  to 
dig  up  their  burials  and  have  this  policy  that  you  will  put 
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and  I  feel  that  installing  these  missiles  on  the  lend  is 
desecrsting  it.  I  can  only  hope  that  you'll  keep  that  in 
mind  when  you  consider  the  Native  Americans'  burial  sites; 
the  holiness  of  those  places. 

I  also,  as  part  of  the  education,  wonder  how  the 
deployment  will  affect  education  matters,  I  think  —  I  don't 
know  how  it  would  become  pert  of  that,  but  I  think  some 
concern  needs  to  be  given  to  how  the  children  living  in  this 
missile  site  would  be  affected  by  thet.  How  6hall  we  educate 
children  to  let  them  know  what  they're  a  part  of,  living  in 
this  site.  I  would  like  to  see  something  to  that  effect  in 
the  report.  Thank  you. 

COLONEL  BRISTOL:  Thank  you,  s<  '  Yes,  ma'am, 

quickly. 

NS.  LINDA  HAYS;  Ny  name  is  Linda  Hays, 
H-a-y-s.  A  lot  of  people  here  today,  and  probably  in  the 
ether  hearings,  have  expressed  concerns  about  the  effect  of 
this  deployment  on  human  beings'  psychic  and  spiritual 
awareness.  Mill  those  impacts  be  added  in  the  CIS? 

COLONEL  BRISTOL 1  Colonel  Walsh? 

LT.  COLONEL  WALSH:  The  National  Environmental 
Policy  Act  specifically  directs  that  the  Federal  agency  looks 
at  the  physical  impacts  of  the  Proposed  Action  of  the 
environment.  It  does  not  —  In  a  recent  law  case,  I  believe, 
BNlAflPCULLAn  BdllgP  YNANHN-thN-ftPPlg.  AflAiDHL_HU£l£«l_£iU££i.r 
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the  Supreme  Court  indicated  that  the  psychological 
consequences  of  such  deployment  or  such  en  action  are  not 
part  of  the  environmental  process  and  so,  therefore,  it  is 
the  conclusion  of  the  Air  Force  end  their  legal  staff  that  it 
is  not  appropriate  to  Include  such  analyses  in  this 
particular  FIS. 

MS.  NAYS:  I  th'.nk  it's  an  Inappropriate 
conclusion.  What  about  spiritual  impacts  you  do  address,  at 
least  in  a  limited  way,  spiritual  impacts  on  Native 
Americans?  Will  you  also  involve  spiritual  impacts  on  people 
of  other  races? 

LT.  COLONEL  WALSH:  We  addressed  in|«cts  on 
Indian  burial  sites. 

MS.  HAYS:  That  is  not  a  spiritual  impact? 

LT.  COLONEL  WALSH:  It  is  a  concern  that  they 
have  with  their  religious  beliefs  that  the  bodies  shall  not 
be  removed  or  be  reinterred,  which  we  are  making  sure  that  is 
accomplished. 

MS.  RAYS:  I  also  have  religious  concerns.  In 
my  personal  rsligion,  the  earth  and  God  are  the  same  thing. 
When  I  drive  to  Great  Falls  and  see  those  little  blue  radar 
equipments  out  there  and  know  what  they  mean  and  know  what  ia 
under  the*.,  I  have  a  feeling  of  violation  of  my  religious 
beliefs  and  of  my  feeling  of  what  God  is. 

I  would  like  my  religious  concerns,  the  impact  on 


E-268 


EV2-1/1J1  _ o  I  EV2-1/131 


DOCUMENT  130 

1 

ay  religious  beliefs  also  addressed  as  you  are  planning  to 

2 

address  the  impacts  on  Native  American  religious  beliefs. 

3 

COLONEL  BRISTOL:  Thank  you,  M'aa.  I  want  to 

4 

thank  each  of  you  for  participating.  I  know  it's  difficult 

5 

sometimes.  I  appreciate  very  much  that  you  have  expressed 

6 

your  feelings,  and  I  appreciate  very  much  that  you  have  been 

7 

considerate  of  us,  as  well  as  each  other. 

8 

This  has  been  a  very  interesting  week.  I  ask  you 

9 

to  consider  taking  an  extra  copy  of  the  Comment  Sheets  with 

10 

you  because  it  has  the  address  to  which  comments  can  be 

11 

mailed  as  late  as  the  21st  of  August,  snd  there  may  be  some 

12 

subsequent  notes  or  input  —  and  we  have  received  some 

13 

excellent  input  —  there  may  be  subsequent  ideas  you  have.  I 

14 

want  to  encourage  you  to  submit  ideas  or  input. 

15 

If  you  wish  to  have  a  copy  of  the  Final 

16 

Environmental  Impact  Statement,  it's  as  easy  as  checking  a 

j 

17 

block  on  that  form,  or  any  form  you  should  subsequently  send 

IB 

In. 

19 

Thank  you  very  much,  thanks  to  our  court  reporter. 

20 

end  I  wish  you  a  good  weekend. 

21 

(The  hearing  concluded  at  11:57  a.m.) 

22 

23 

24 

25 

105 

DOCUMENT  130 


INTENTIONALLY 

LEFT 

BLANK 


CERTIFICATE 

STATE  OF  MONTANA  ) 

:  te. 

COUNTY  OF  LEWIS  AND  CLARK  ) 

I*  SHERRON  K.  WALSTAD,  Court  Reporter*  Notary  Public  ir 
and  Cor  the  County  oC  Levis  and  Clark,  State  of  Montana,  do 
hereby  certify: 

That  the  foregoing  Hearing  was  taken  before  me  at  the 
tiae  and  place  herein  named;  that  the  Hearing  was  reported  by 
ae  in  shorthand  and  later  transcribed  into  typewriting  under 
ay  direction  and  that  the  foregoing  -105-  pages  contain  a 
true  record  of  the  testimony  to  the  best  of  ay  ability. 

IN  WITNESS  WHEREOF,  I  have  hereunto  set  ay  .hand  and 
affixed  ay  notarial  seal  this  //ft  day  of  _ , 

m,. 


SHERRON  K.  WALSTAD 
Court  Reporter  -  Notary  Public 


My  Commission  Expires  11/1/60 
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The  Department  of  the  Interior  has  reviewed  the  *eft  environmental  impact  statement 
(E1S)  for  the  Smell  Intercontinental  Ballistic  Missile  (ICBM)  Program  at  Malmatrom  Air 
Force  Base  (AFB),  Montana.  Field  offices  of  several  Interior  Bureaus  have  already 
provided  you  with  comments  on  the  draft  EEL  These  comments  are  incorporated  into  the 
Department's  com  menu  by  reference  and  include! 

o  atreeu  of  Land  Management,  Miles  City  District  Office  (letter  dated  8/7/87)  and 
Lewbtown  District  Office  (letter  dated  8/11/87), 

o  Pish  and  Wildlife  Service,  Montana  State  Office  (letter  dated  8/1 1/87) 

o  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs,  Billings  Area  Office  (letter  dated  7/21/87). 

o  fareau  of  Reclamation,  Billings  Regional  Office  (letter  dated  8/20/87). 

In  addition  to  the  above  referenced  comments,  we  offer  the  following  for  consideration 
(n  developing  the  final  ESS. 


The  A-aft  statement  mentions  the  probability  that  ground-water  withdrawals  may  locally 
affect  existing  wells  through  lowered  water  levels.  The  discussion  of  mitigate  actions 
should  Include  measures  planned  to  reduce  the  impacts  on  users  of  these  wells,  should 
impacts  occur.  Measures  to  minimize  effects  of  spills  of  fuels,  lubricants,  and  chemicals 
should  include  consideration  of  spUl  prevention  plans  and  containment  of  spills  and  leaks 
from  storage  facilities. 

NATIVE  AMERICAN  RESOURCES. 

Disturbance  to  arees  of  known  Native  American  occupancy  and  to  associated  remnants 
should  be  avoided.  In  areas  where  Nativ .  American  resources  may  be  located  and 
construction  activities  wL.'  take  place,  the  activities  are  proposed  to  be  monitored  by 
professional  archaeologists  (reference  Section  4.7.6).  This  mitigation  should  be 
•lamented  by  conducting  pedestrian  surveys  of  construction  areas  prior  to  construction. 

Section  3. 7. 3. 3  of  the  document  note*  thet  burial  discoveries  made  during  construction 
art  a  high-level  concern.  The  Black  feet  Tribe  specifically  requests  that  it  be  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  provide  Indian  monitors  during  construction  to  help  alleviate  this  concern. 


Director  of  Environmental  Planning 


NATURAL  LANDMARKS. 

It  is  mclaar  whether  the  proposal  would  affect  the  Square  Butte  National  Natural 
Landmark  (NNL)  because  of  the  generic  nature  of  the  analysis.  The  rinai  EB  should 
indicate  whether  and  what  kind  of  impacts  on  this  resource  ere  anticipated.  In  making 
final  site  location  decisions,  special  consideration  should  be  given  to  avoiding  or 
minimising  impacts  on  this  feature.  More  information  on  the  NNL  program  in  general 
and  the  Square  Butte  NNL  in  particular  is  enclosed.  For  additional  information,  please 
contact: 

Ms.  Kay  Salazar,  National  Park  Service 

Rocky  Mountain  Region 

Division  of  Grants  and  Assistance 

12783  W.  Ale  mode  Parkway,  P.O.  Box  23217 

Denver,  CO  80223-0287 

(Phone  FTS  337-2850) 

PISH  AND  WU.DUFE  RESOURCES. 

Endangered  Species.  The  <*aft  statement  indicates  that  Section  7  consultation  under 
the  Endangered  Species  Act  (ESA)  has  been  completed.  However,  the  Fish  end 
Wildlife  Service  (FWS)  reinitiated  informal  consultation  with  the  Air  Force  due  to  a 
recent  discovery  of  a  bald  eagle  territory  in  the  project  ares.  The  FWS  anticipates  a 
favorable  completion  of  this  consultation.  The  results  of  the  consultation  should  be 
incorporated  Into  tha  final  BIS.  If  future  actions  or  operations  related  to  this 
proposal  result  in  adverse  impacts  to  Federally-listed  qpectcs,  consultation  tmder 
Section  7  should  be  reinitiated  with  FWS. 

Mitigating  Impacts  on  Pish  and  Wildlife.  The  draft  EB  discusses  mitigation  of  fish 
end  wildlife  losses  in  concept.  However,  specific  ftrt  and  wildlife  losses  should  be 
addressed.  After  specific  impacts  ere  evaluated,  the  Air  Force  should  coordinate  the 
development  of  mitigating  measures  with  FWS  and  the  Montana  Department  of  FWv, 
Wildlife,  and  Parks. 

Impacts  on  Federal /State  Fish  and  Wildlife  Habitat.  The  impacts  of  the  proposal  on 
lands  under  the  Jurisdiction  of  FWS  are  not  adequately  analysed.  Tha  ckmft  EB 
indicates  that  Benton  Lake  and  Char  lee  M.  Ruasell  National  WOdlifa  Eefeges  are 
located,  in  part,  in  proximity  to  the  Mimiteman  deployment  area.  In  addition,  the 
FWS  has  acquired  and  manages  many  small  wet  lend/ upland  sites  in  the  area. 
Administratively,  these  lands  are  considered  part  of  the  Benton  Lake  and  Charles  M. 
Russell  Waterfowl  Management  Areas,  also  a  part  of  the  FWS  National  Wildlife 
Refuge  System.  Any  right-of-way  easement  or  impact  on  these  lands  associated  with 
the  proposal  is  subject  to  the  eornpetebtlity  determination  requirements  of  JO  CF8 
23-29.  Theee  requirements  end  their  relationship  to  tha  proposal  should  be  identified 
in  the  final  E1S. 
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Director  of  Environmental  Planning 


Director  of  Environmental  Planning 


It  is  our  understand^  that  there  are  lands  in  the  Minuteman  deployment  area  that 
were  acquired  and  are  managed  by  the  .Montana  Department  of  Fish,  Wildlife,  and 
Parks  with  Pederal  grant -in-ald  assistance  under  the  Wildlife  Restoration  Act  (Public 
Law  73-413).  If  these  lands  are  to  be  impeded  by  the  proposed  project  in  a  manner 
that  would  interfere  with  the  primary  purpose  for  which  the  lands  were  acquired,  the 
Air  Porce  must  first  consult  with  the  FWS  and  the  Montana  Department  of  Fish, 
Wildlife,  and  Perks  as  provided  by  50  CFR  80.  The  relationships  among  the  proposal, 
these  lands,  and  the  consultation  requirements  should  be  detailed  In  the  final  EIS. 


Restoration  Act,  and  implementation  of  a  cooperative  environmental  awareness 
program,  please  contact  the  Regional  Director,  UJS.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  P.O. 
Box  23488.  Denver  Federal  Center,  Denver  Colorado,  MZ2S  (Phone  MJ-J36-5T95). 

Thank  you  for  providing  the  Department  of  the  Interior  an  opportunity  to  comment  on 
the  draft  EB  for  this  proposal. 


Pages  3-21  end  4-214.  There  are  several  comments  in  the  draft  EIS  indicating  that 
small  isolated  wetlands  are  not  "important"  or  "substantial."  The  final  EIS  should 
accurately  define  wetland  types  in  accordance  with  Cowardin,  et.  al.  (1*79).  The 
final  EB  should  also  indicate  the  importance  of  any  wetland  that  might  be  affected 
by  the  proposal  in  terms  of  habitat  for  fish  and  wildlife,  groundwater  recharge, 
erosion  control,  and  other  purposes - 

Page  4-199.  The  paragraph  on  endangered  and  threatened  species  indicates  that 
surveys  for  bald  eaglet  and  grizzly  bears  will  occur  In  the  summer  of  1987.  The 
results  of  those  surveys  should  be  incorporated  into  the  final  F.IS. 

Page  4-203.  The  draft  EIS  indicates  that  "removal  of  trees  with  raptor  nesta/roosls 
w*U  be  minimized."  The.se  removal  activities  should  be  avoided.  Further,  the  final 
EB  should  addrea  the  need  to  consult  with  FWS  and  the  Montana  Department  of 
Fish.  Wildlife,  and  Parks  In  order  to  secure  permits  for  these  activities.  The  process 
of  securing  these  permits  may  require  consideration  of  alternatives  to  removal. 

Page  4-204.  The  first  statement  on  this  page  needs  to  be  modified  to  be  in 
accordance  with  the  Air  Force’s  agreement  to  conduct  nest  inventories  for  bald 
eagles  and  peregrine  falcons  within  one  mile  of  the  previously  undisturbed  rights-of- 
way.  The  Air  Force  surveys  should  be  consistent  with  Appendix  O  of  the 
"tnteragency  Rocky  Mountain  Front  Management  Guidelines  for  Selected  Species.” 

Technical  Assistance  For  Fish  end  Wildlife  Resources. 

Por  technical  assistance  on  Section  7  consultation  under  the  ESA  and  mitigation 
requlremanta  for  other  fish  ami  wildlife  resource  impacts,  please  contact  the  State 
Supervisor,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  P.O.  Box  10023,  Helena,  Montana,  394  26 
(Phone  406-449-5225).  Por  technical  assistance  on  compatibility  determination 
requirements  for  lands  m  the  National  Wildlife  Refuge  System.  .dentiHcatlon  of 
lands  acquired  With  Federal  grant-in-aid  assistance  under  the  Fish  end  Wildlife 


■^Bruce  BuutetMra,  Director 
Environmental  Project  Review 
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Watnrai  Laadnsrk  Brief 


1.  Ilf  i  Iquir*  Butte,  Chateau  Ow»ty,  Nnuu 

2.  Pas cTlptloni  Tha  Blgtsood  toaataias  of  Montana  ara  a  volcanic  pi  la 
fringed  on  thalx  e* a  tens  and  northern  sides  bp  «  swara  of  laccolith* — 
blister  shaped  bodlaa  of  igneous  rock  injected  as  molten  —ps  between 
layars  of  sedlaantary  rock.  Subsequent  erosion  baa  stripped  away 

the  a arti  ■antary  rock  leaving  the  igneous  aaaaas  standing  as  isolated 
butts*.  Square  Batts  (2,900  scxas)  is  tha  largest  of  tha  group. 

Tha  molten  megaa  asparatad  as  it  cryatalllaad  into  dark  and  light 
color  ad  fractions.  Tha  dark  fraction,  callad  ahonkoalte,  la  found 
at  tha  lower  part  of  tha  iwtta  while  ayanlta,  tha  white  fraction, 
aakea  up  tha  upper  part  of  tha  butt*,  thia  phenomenon  gives  tha 
butta  a  bandad  appearance.  It  ia  ona  of  tha  claaraat  and  baat 
axaaplas  of  exposed  igneous  rock  diffarantlatioo  in  tha  country. 

Tha  flat  erast  of  tha  butta  aipport*  grassland  .i  o—mitisa  which  ars 
in  an  aasantially  natural  stata.  Species  composition  indicataa  that 
tha  top  of  tha  butta  was  not  subjected  to  tha  agricultural  prasauras 
of  tha  surrounding  valleys  which  altar ad  thair  natural  acology. 

Dough  faacua  and  blua  bunch  wha*tgr«a*  dominate  tha  crast  aroa.  Thaaa 
grass  apaciaa  nek*  up  approximately  >0  par  cant  of  tha  vegetation, 
klso  found  ara  goldanrod,  scrubby  cinquafoil,  klnniklnnik,  raapbarry, 
western  yarrow,  buffalobarry,  and  dryland  sadga. 

Tha  ataap  alopaa  aacandlng  tha  north  and  wast  aidas  of  tha  butta  ara 
doadn^ted  by  stands  of  lodgapola  pin*  lnt*r*p*r**d  with  lisbar  pins. 
Junipar  ia  found  on  tha  aast  alopa. 

2.  Ownerahipi  Host  of  Square  Butta  is  in  radar al  ownarship  adau.nl  itarad 
by  BLN.  Two  private  landownara  and  tha  Stata  of  Km  tana  own  tha 
balanca. 

4.  Proposed  byi  0.  t.  Tr  labia,  Graat  Plains  Geological  Thaam  Study,  1972. 

5.  Significance i  Sguara  Butta  la  outstanding  g*o logically  bacauaa  of 
its  larga  alza  and  elaar  dlffarantiation  of  rock  types.  Rising  same 
1,700  fast  abovs  tha  valley  floor,  tha  butts  ia  visible  for  100  alias 
in  soaa  diractioas. 

Tha  prairie  vegetation  which  dominates  tha  crast  of  tha  butta  la  In 
Its  natural  condition.  Tha  spaclaa  composition  ia  of  significance 
whan  compared  to  tha  surrounding  graat  plains  whose  acology  has  baan 
substantially  altarad  by  agricultura. 
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4.  l*nd  Oaai  erasing  on  lownr  slopas. 

7.  Daaaara  to  integrity i  Dona 

I.  lpacial  Condition*,  kpnr.  Butta  was  first  recorded  by  tha  tawia 
and  Clark  expedition  la  1105.  In  1133  it  was  named  by  tha  Btaaana 
•nation.  It  is  faaturad  la  several  Chari*.  H.  Buaaall  paintings. 

*•  lamina  tad  byi  Willi*  IT.  Johns,  Noetaa*  Bataan  of  Minas. 

10.  Pnrthar  iwaluatad  but  «*'-*  Il.ru.-,.  Culoraou  Stata  lamrmyi 

I».  David  kit,  University  of  Doetaasi  Dr.  tolph  toot,  Bstional  Park 
Sarvlcaf  Nr.  tobart  Boas.  Dr.  William  Barker,  torth  Dakota  stata 
Obi  varsity  i  Dr.  Bldnsy  Groff,  tontaaa  Bnraan  of  Niaas. 


eo 


> 
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Oapartaaac  of  tha  I at at tar 
Kaciaaal  Park  Service 
Batloaal  Bag i* try  of  Batural  Usfwrti 
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DATIODki  NATVBAL  LAHMAIK  DCSIOUTlOfl 

national  Natural  Uetoirh  da* lgnac loo  is  a  form  of  public  rucogmltlou  earn- 
forrod  by  tbs  Sac rotary  of  tha  lacsrlor  upoa  aitas  camtalalaf  tha  baat  repre- 
oancatlva  twspli  of  foologlc  faaturaa  and  natural  communities  csnpeelng 
tha  Nation' •  natural  hlocaty.  Tha  purpaaa  of  the  designation  la  to  omcournfu 
tha  prasorvatlou  of  such  oltoo  throu*b  chair  well-informed  nn|iam  and  wee 
sad  thair  coasldaratlon  In  public  aad  private  land  uao  plans  lag.  Although  tha 
doalgnatloa  say  bn  conferred  on  lands  uadar  aay  owaarsblp.  It  baa  as  lagsl 
offset  on  land  owaarsblp.  aaa.  or  smifiit.  Preanrvattoe  of  tho  features 
for  which  a  alts  Is  designated  eharufora  depend*  upon  eba  wluatsry  cuopara- 
t ion  of  Isadawasra  through  agreement*  with  tho  Batloaal  Bark  Service. 


Progra»  Authority 

Tha  Netloaal  Natural  Issdnarba  Progrto  was  ss tab 11s had  by  Sac  rotary  af  Chs 
Interior  Stawart  04*11  In  Nay  1942.  Authority  for  tbs  prograa  Is  bsaad  oa 
tha  Blstorle  SUaa.  Bulldlags,  sod  Aatlqultloo  Act  af  Aagnst  21,  1933  '.It 
O.9.C.  441-447),  which  aapewars  tha  Sec ratary  to  dnal*ute  aad  protact  'ob¬ 
jects  of  motional  algal  ft  cases.’  Tho  prograa  la  cwrraacly  adalaiatsrad  by  tha 
Natloaal  Bark  Service  aa  a  Branch  lihln  tha  Tatar ago sty  Baa aw ream  Division. 


other  legislation  Applicable  to  Daslspstad  Sites 

Ssctloa  I02(2)(c)  of  Chs  No tl wool  KRvlroumoatal  Pel Ivy  Act  of  1999  (42  O.S.C. 
4321)  regal reo  that  Environmental  lapse t  Sts turnouts  (IIS’o)  bo  prepared  far 
oil  aajor  Padoral  actloma  that  may  slgulflcsatly  affect  environmental  que- 
llty.  Adages taly  praparad  IIS’s  should  nuts  tha  salstsacs  aad  lacatloa  of 
natloaal  aatural  landmarks  that  aay  be  affected  by  such  act  teas,  la  ardor 
that  patent  lal  1  space  a  upas  tha  laatoarb  faaturaa  cam  bo  considered  la 
tho  early  stages  af  project  plaanlag. 

Section  I  af  tho  National  Part  System  Gamer el  Authorities  Act  of  August  tl, 
1970  (B.L.  91-393;  14  O.S.C.  la-1  through  la-7),  as  ■—■lit  by  the  Act  of 
October  7.  1974  (P.l.  94-434).  ruga Iras  that  the  Sac ratary  of  the  Interior 
submit  to  tbs  Congress  sa  lausl  report  list lag  theoo  national  historic 
landmarks  national  natural  la* to ark*  determined  to  be  threatened  ar 
damaged.  Ms t ions 1  Barb  Service  employees  and  volunteer*  moat ter  deal pee ted 
sltaa  sad  submit  si ts-s pacific  status  imparts  far  that  purpose  each  year. 

Suction  9  of  tha  Malag  la  tha  Betlenel  Parka  Act  af  1974  (B.L.  94-429;  14 
0.1. C.  1904)  requires  that  ahaa  surface  aiming  activity  any  cases  the 
Irreparable  lass  ar  «eo true ties  of  eatieaml  bister lc  leadaerhe  ar  national 
natural  landmarks ,  tha  Secretary  of  the  Interior  aatlfy  tha  ranpaoatbla 
party,  report  to  tho  Advisory  Cause ll  aa  Blstorle  Preservation,  and  ra guest 
tha  council ’s  advice  as  to  naaao  to  altlgata  ar  abate  each  activity. 

Tha  Bail  anal  Barba  and  Beermat  las  Act  af  NuNit  10,  197S  (B.L.  93-423;  14 
O.S.C.  la-3),  authorised  11.3  a  til  Isa  far  monitoring  the  welfare  sod 
integrity  of  astloasl  blstorle  lantoerka  and  antleaal  natural  landmarks . 

- 1  appropriations  far  prograa  spar  a  time  ars  derived  from  the  National 

Sac  root  iaa  and  Prasnrvatian  Pragmas /Batural  Programs  af  Chs  totlsaal  Bark 
Bark  Ssrvtcs  budget  approved  by  the  Csagtasa. 
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